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KEPOIIT. 


The  Joint  Committee  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  to  whom  was 
referred  so  much  of  the  message  of  the  Governor  as  relates  to  the  election  of  State 
Printer,  &c.,  beg  leave  to  report: 

That  in  the  exercise  of  the  authority  conferred  hy  the  resolutions  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives,  the  committee  proceeded,  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties, 
to  send  for  and  examine  such  witnesses  and  papers’ as  were  deemed  essential  to  a  proper 
investigation  of  the  several  matters  of  inquiry  thus  submitted.  The  examination  of  the 
witnesses  having  closed  upon  yesterday,  it  was 

‘‘‘■Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  and  the  Chairman 
of  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  report  to  their  respective  Houses 
the  testimony  taken  before  the  committee,  with  the  minutes  and  proceedings  merely, 
without  submitting  any  further  report.” 

In  obedience  to  this  resolution,  the  testimony  taken  before  the  committee,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  minutes  of  their  proceedings,  is  now  reported  and  submitted  to  the 
deliberation  and  action  of  the  Senate. 

The  committee  submit  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  committee  be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the 
subject. 

B.  CHAMPNEYS,  Chairman  of  Committee. 

January  31,  1844. 


“In  Senate,  January  6,  1844. 

“  Mr.  Sullivan,  from  the  committee  to  an-ange  the  several  items  of  the  Governor’s 
message,  reported  the  following  resolution,  viz  : 

'^Resolved,  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  the  election  of  State  Printer, 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  five  members ;  (subsequently  increased 
to  six.  to  correspond  with  the  House  committee.) 

“Which  was  agreed  to;  and 

'^Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Champneys,  Hughes,  Sullivan,  Sterigere,  Penniman  and 
Sherwood,  be  said  committee.” 

Extract  from  the  Journal. 

“In  Senate,  January  8,  1844. 

‘•‘•Resolved,  That  the  select  committee  already  appointed  by  the  Senate  to  take  into 
consideration  so  much  of  the  Governor’s  message  as  relates  to  the  State  Printers,  be 
instmeted  to  act  conjointly  with  the  House  committee,  if  the  House  shall  concur,  and 
that  said  committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers.” 

Extract  from  the  Journal. 

“In  the  House  of  Representatives,  January  9,  1844. 

Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  Governor’s  message  as  relates  to  the  election  of 
State  Printers,  the  alleged  frauds  connected  therewith,  and  the  non-acceptance  of  the 
bonds  of  the  persons  claiming  to  be  elected  State  Printers,  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
M’Fadden.  Cooper,  Macmanus,  Dunlap,  Roumfort  and  Evans,  in  conjunction  with  a 
similar  committee  of  the  Senate,  already  appointed,  with  power  to  send  for  persons 
and  papers.” 

Extract  from  the  Journal. 


4 


Supreme  Court  Room,  ? 

Thursday,  January  11,  1844.3 

At  a  meeting  of  the  joint  committee  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  to 
whom  was  referred  so  much  of  the  message  of  His  Excellency,  the  Governor  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  as  relates  to  the  election  of  State  Printers,  &c.,  held  on  the  11th  day  of 
January,  A.  D.  1844: 

Present,  of  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  Alessrs.  Champneys,  Hughes,  Sullivan 
and  Sterigere  ;  of  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  Messrs.  M’Fadden, 
Cooper,  Macmanus,  Roumfort,  Dunlap  and  Evans. 

On  motion, 

B.  Champneys,  Esq.  was  appointed  Chairman  of  the  committee,  and  O.  B. 
M’Fadden,  Esq.  was  appointed  Secretary. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Roumfort, 

Resolved,  That  this  committee  proceed  to  the  election  of  a  Secretary,  whose  duty 
it  shall  he  to  keep  correct  minutes  of  the  proceedings  of  the  committee,  and  to  reduce 
to  writing  the  testimony  of  tlie  several  witnesses  who  may  be  examined. 

Jacob  Zeigler  was  then  nominated  by  Mr.  Sterigere. 

Jerome  K.  Boyer  by  Mr.  Roumfort. 

The  name  of  Jacob  Zeigler  l)eing  withdrawn  from  nomination: 

On  motion,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  Jerome  K.  Boyer  be  the  Secretary  of  this  committee. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Roumfort,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  a  letter  be  addressed  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  to  be  signed  by  the  Cliairman  and  Secretary  of  the  committee,  requesting  the 
attendance  of  His  Excellency  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  committee,  to  be  held  at  the 
Supreme  Court  Room,  on  Saturday,  the  13th  instant,  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M.  to  state  his 
knowlege  in  relation  to  the  matter  thus  submitted  to  the  committee. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan, 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  of  this  committee  is  directed  to  issue  subpcenas,  with 
a  clause  of  duces  tecum,  to  Theophilus  Fenn,  Colin  AFCurdy,  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  J. 
M.  G.  Lescure,  P.  C.  Sedgwick,  J.  P.  Anderson,  Simon  Cameron,  G.  D.  Foreman, 
E.  P.  Hughes,  Jacob  Baab,  Valentine  Hummel,  Jr.,  E.  W.  Hutter  and  Samuel  Bigler, 
to  appear  before  the  committee  at  its  next  meeting. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Macmanus, 

Resolved,  That  notice  be  given  to  Messrs.  M’Kinley,  and  Hutter  and  Bigler,  to  ap¬ 
pear  before  this  committee  at  its  next  meeting,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  be  fully  heard 
upon  all  the  matters  submitted  to  the  committee. 

It  was  moved  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  when  this  committee  adjourns,  it  will  adjourn  to  meet  on  Saturday  next  at  3 

P.  M. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

To  amend  by  striking  out  the  words  “on  Saturday  next  at  3  P.  M.,”  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof,  “to-morrow  evenino-  at  7  o’clock.” 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  so  to  amend? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  demanded  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Hughes,  and  were  as 
follow,  viz: 


Yeas — Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Hughes  and  M’Fadden — 4. 

Naa^s — Messrs.  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Macmanus,  Roumfort  and  Evans — 5. 

So  the  question  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

And  the  resolution  was  adopted. 

On  motion, 

Ilewlved^  That  the  Sergeant-at-xMms  of  the  Senate  serve  the  subpcenas  now  ordered. 
On  motion, 

Tlie  committee  adjourned. 

Hifs  Excellency  D.  R.  Porter.  Governor  of  Pennsylvania: 

Sir — At  a  meeting  of  the  joint  committee  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives,  lield  on  the  11th  instant,  to  whom  was  refeiTcd  so  much  of  your  Excellency’s 
message  as  relates  to  the  election  of  State  Printers,  Ac.  it  was,  on  motion, 

^‘■Resolved,  That  a  letter  be  addressed  to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  to  be  signed  by  the  Chairman  and  Secretary  of  the  committee,  requesting 
the  attendance  of  His  Excellency  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  committee,  to  be  held  at 
the  Supreme  Court  Room,  on  Saturday,  13th  inst.  at  3  P.  M.,  to  state  his  knowledge 
in  relation  to  the  matters  thus  submitted  to  the  committee.” 

This  communication  is  made  to  your  Excellency  in  obedience  to  said  resolution. 

We  remain. 

Very  respectfully, 

Your  Excellency’s  obedient  servants, 

(Signed:)  B.  CHAMPNEYS,  Chairman. 

O.  B.  M’FADDEN,  Secretary. 

Jan.  13,  1844. 

A  true  copy  from  the  original,  which  I  handed  to  His  Excellency  at  a  quarter  after 
ten  o’clock. 

E.  CORNMAN,  Sergeant-at-Jirms. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  > 
Saturday,  January  13,  1844.  3 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Sterigere,  Hughes,  and  Sherwood,  of  the 
committee  of  the  Senate  ;  and 

Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Cooper,  Macmanus,  Dunlap,  Roumfort,  and  Evans,  on  part  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

On  motion. 

That  part  of  the  Governor’s  message  in  relation  to  the  election  of  State  Printer,  the 
alleged  frauds  connected  therewith,  and  the  non-acceptance  of  the  bonds  of  the  per¬ 
sons  claiming  to  have  been  elected  State  Printers,  was  read. 

Sundry  petitions  referred  in  the  Senate  to  the  joint  committee  of  investigation,  pray¬ 
ing  that  the  printing  might  be  given  to  the  lowest  bidder,  were  then  laid  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  by  its  Chairman. 

John  T.  Adams,  Esq.  appeared  as  counsel  for  Messrs.  M’Kinley,  Hotter  and  Big¬ 
ler,  and  presented  the  following  memorial  to  the  committee,  signed  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley: 

To  the  Hon.  Benjamin  Champneys,  Chairman,  and  the  gentlemen  composing  the 
Joint  Committee  of  Investigation  on  the  Public  Printing. 

Gentlemen  : — The  memorial  of  the  undersigned  most  respectfully  represents  : 

That  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth,  in  the  exercise  of  his  high  prerogative  of 
communicating  to  the  two  Houses  of  the  Legislature,  has  seen  fit,  in  his  late  annual  mes- 
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sage,  to  charge  upon  the  undersigned,  and  ‘‘other  persons  supposed  to  have  influence 
with  members  of  the  Legislature,”  fraud  and  corruption  in  procuring  his  election,  to 
the  office  of  State  Printer,  on  the  15th  of  April  last.  This  charge,  coming  from  a  quar¬ 
ter  apparently  respectable,  is  of  a  most  grave  and  serious  character,  and  appears  so  to 
have  been  regarded  by  the  two  liranches  of  the  liegislature,  by  their  selecting  a  joint 
committee  to  investigate  and  report  the  facts  to  the  two  Houses.  It  effects  not  only 
the  moral  character,  standing  and  reputation  of  your  memorialist  5  but  if  proved,  sub¬ 
jects  him  to  high  penalties  in  law. 

Your  memorialist  is  deeply  impressed  with  the  magnitude  and  serious  nature  of  the 
charges  preferred,  and  of  the  power  of  his  accuser,  yet  he  most  cheerfully  begs  leave 
to  take  issue  with  the  Governor,  and  to  plead  his  innocence  of  the  charges  preferred 
iigainst  him  :  and  while  he  is  most  willing  and  anxious  to  defend  himself  in  this  issue, 
liefore  your  honorable  committee,  he  would  respectfully  suggest,  that  in  a  trial  of  this 
matter,  he  cannot  well  defend  himself,  without  your  committee  allowing  to  the  investi¬ 
gation  a  broad  basis  ;  to  include  not  only  the  motives  that  actuate  the  accuser,  and  his 
own  guilt  of  the  very  crimes  charged  by  him  upon  others,  with  the  additional  enor¬ 
mity,  that  he  endeavored  corruptly,  to  bring  the  influence  and  power  of  his  station  to 
bear  directly  upon  the  members  of  the  Legislature,  and  by  promises  and  threats,  en¬ 
deavored  to  sustain  a  combination  formed  by  himself — all  of  which  your  memorialist 
deems  necessary  to  be  proved,  in  exculpation  of  the  charges  preferred  against  him. 

Your  memorialist  cannot  believe  that  your  committee,  or  any  portion  of  the  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  the  people,  will  suffer  any  one  individual  of  the  Commonwealth,  how¬ 
ever  humble,  to  be  unjustly  borne  down  by  oppression  and  power,  and  ex  parte  evi¬ 
dence  of  his  guilt,  procured  by  the  influence  of  office,  from  interested  and  malicious 
sources,  and  placed  upon  the  records  of  the  country,  there  to  stand  and  tarnish  forever 
his  name  and  reputation  without  his  having  a  fair  trial,  and  an  opportunity  to  justify 
himself,  and  produce  exculpatory  evidence  to  stand  by  the  side  of  that  brought  against 
him.  A  our  memorialist  wishes  to  meet  his  accuser  face  to  face  :  that  the  witnesses  for 
the  accusation  and  the  defence  shall  at  the  same  time  be  at  hand — that  a  fair  trial  be  given, 
and  that  the  accusatory  and  exculpatory  evidence  may  go  to  the  world  together.  It  is 
believed  that  in  that  case  one  fact  will  be  most  apparent — that  the  witnesses  for  the  ac¬ 
cusation  will  be  found  either  violent,  personal  or  political  enemies,  whilst  most  of  those 
for  the  defence  will  be  from  distant  parts  of  the  State — and  disinterested. 

Your  memorialist  feels  his  weakness  in  a  contest  with  an  executive  officer  of  a  great 
Commonwealth,  who  exercises  the  power  and  influence  of  his  office  to  crush  his  ene¬ 
mies  with  an  unscrupulous  hand,  yet  he  feels  confident  that  he  shall  find  a  shield  in 
the  representatives  of  the  people.  He  therefore,  suggests  to  the  honorable  committee, 
that  the  shortness  of  the  time  since  this  investigation  has  been  proposed,  precludes  the 
possibility  of  his  being  ready  at  once  to  meet  it,  particularly  as  his  witnesses  generally 
reside  at  a  great  distance  from  the  seat  of  government.  He  believes  his  accuser  to  be 
actuated  by  private  malice,  and  in  the  wanton  and  profligate  exercise  of  his  influence 
and  power,  has  combined  various  elements  of  revenge  and  political  opposition,  at  once 
to  crush  and  overthrow  the  accused.  He  therefore,  looks  to  the  candor  and  fairness  of 
the  committee  for  an  opportunity  of  defence.  A  list  of  such  witnesses  as  the  under¬ 
signed  deems  important  to  his  defence  is  hereto  annexed.  Many  of  them  were  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  last  Legislature,  and  are  fully  conversant  with  the  circumstances  attending 
the  election  of  State  Printers.  Without  the  production  of  these  witnesses,  the  under¬ 
signed  feels  that  he  could  not  fairly  meet  and  rebut  the  gross  charges  brought  against 
him,  and  otherwise  the  investigation  will  be  altogether  ex  parte,  partial  and  unsatisfac¬ 
tory,  except  it  be  to  his  political  opponents  and  the  Governor,  and  those  enemies  that 
have  combined  to  destroy  the  accused.  The  undersigned  respectfully  remonstrates 
against  being  left  at  the  mercy  of  such  men,  unless  the  means  of  defence  which  he  has 
suggested  be  allowed. 

The  importance  of  this  investigation  to  the  undersigned,  in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view, 
will  be  seen  by  the  annexed  affidavit.  It  will  be  there  seen,  that  in  consequence  of  his 
election  to  the  office  of  State  Printer,  and  in  obedience  to  the  law  under  which  he  was 
elected,  he  has  incuiTed  an  expense  of  near  $10,000.  This  large  amount,  the  loss  of 
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Avhich  would  be  utterly  ruinous  to  your  memorialist,  was  expended  in  confidence  that 
the  faith  of  the  State  was  pledged  to  carry  out  tlie  provisions  of  the  law  under  which  he 
was  elected,  he  having  complied  with  that  law  in  every  respect,  as  the  followiirg  state  ■ 
ment  of  facts  will  fully  exhibit 

On  the  1 5th  day  of  April  last,  the  undersigned  was  elected  State  Printer,  to  do  the 
printing  in  the  English  language,  by  both  branches  of  the  Legislature,  in  convention  5 
and  before  the  adjournment  of  said  convention  he  received  a  certificate  of  election,  of 
which  the  following  is  a  true  copy  : 

Pennsylvania,  ss. 

To  all  to  ivhom  these  presents  shall  come,  Greeting  : 

Know  ye,  that  in  pursuance  of  an  Act  of  the  General  Assembly  of  this  Common¬ 
wealth,  to  create  permanently  the  office  of  State  Printer,  passed  the  24th  day  of  March, 
1843,  both  branches  of  the  General  Assembly  of  this  Commonwealth,  met  in  the  Hall 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  Saturday  the  l'5th  day  of  April,  1 843,  for  the  pur  ■ 
pose  of  electing  two  State  Printers,  one  to  do  the  English,  and  one  to  do  the  German 
printing  of  the  Commonwealth,  for  the  term  of  three  years,  from  the  first  day  of  July, 
1843 ;  the  Speaker  of  the  Senate  presiding ;  and  the  tellers  duly  appointed,  having  taken 
down  the  names  of  every  person  voting  at  the  election,  and  that  of  the  person  for 
whom  he  voted,  it  appeared  that  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  was  duly  elected  to  do  the  print¬ 
ing  in  the  English  language,  and  Hutter  and  Bigler,  to  do  the  printing  in  the  German 
language. 

B.  CRISPIN,  President. 

William  Elwell,  Teller  of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives. 

Samuel  F.  Headley,  Teller  of  the  Senate. 

On  the  25th  day  of  April,  the  undersigned  executed  a  bond  to  the  Commonwealth, 
in  the  sum  of  ten  thousand  dollars,  with  such  sureties  attached,  that  there  could  not 
possibly  be  an  objection  to  their  sufficiency,  a  copy  of  which  bond,  marked  (A.)  is 
hereunto  annexed.  On  the  19th  of  May,  the  Executive  returned  the  said  bond  to  the 
undersigned,  with  the  endorsement  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth  on  the  back, 
a  copy  of  which  is  hereunto  annexed,  marked  (B.) — and  on  the  third  day  of  January, 
when  the  officers  of  the  Legislature  handed  the  undersigned  the  printing  of  both  Houses, 
he  returned  the  bond  to  the  Secretary’s  office,  to  be  filed,  as  the  affidavit  of  Benjamin 
S.  Russell  will  show. 

The  undersigned  further  represents,  that  he  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Governor  and 
Heads  of  Department,  demanding  the  public  printing,  in  pursuance  of  the  law  under 
which  he  was  elected,  a  copy  of  one  of  which  letters  is  hereunto  annexed,  marked  (C.) 

The  undersigned  also,  in  pursuance  of  the  State  Printer  law,  submitted  specimens 
of  paper  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth  for  his  approval;  and  in  every  other 
respect  complied  with  the  law. 

Your  memorialist,  therefore,  in  view  of  all  the  facts  stated  above,  and  in  consequence 
of  not  ha\ing  his  witnesses  upon  the  spot,  asks  that  the  investigation  may  be  deferred 
until  his  Avitnesses  can  be  produced,  and  that  a  subpoena  may  be  immediately  issued 
for  their  attendance.  With  the  presence  of  these  witnesses,  the  undersigned  fears  not 
the  most  searching  investigation,  nor  the  most  violent  persecution  of  the  Governor,  and 
aU  those  Avho  have  combined  to  destroy  the  accused. 

All  of  Avhich  is  respectfullv  submitted. 

ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY. 

Harrisburg,  January  13,  1844. 

Dauphin  County,  ss. 

Personally  appeared  before  me,  one  of  the  justices  of  the  peace  for  the  county  of 
Dauphin,  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  printer,  of  said  county,  who  doth  depose  and  say : 

That  he  was  elected  State  Printer,  to  do  the  printing  in  the  English  language,  by 
the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  15th  of  April  last,  in  pursuance  of  the  pro- 
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visions  of  an  Act,  entitled  “An  Act  to  create  permanently  the  office  of  State  Printer,” 
passed  the  24th  day  of  March,  1843.  the  second  section  of  which  Act  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows  : 

“Section  2.  The  State  Printers  who  shall  be  elected  in  pursuance  of  the  first  sec¬ 
tion  of  this  Act,  shall  procure  ^ood  and  sufficient  type  and  all  other  materials,  for 
executing  the  printing  of  the  laws,  journals,  reports,  bills,  resolutions,  messages,  and 
all  other  I,egislative  and  Executive  papers  and  documents  that  may  be  ordered  by  the 
Legislature,  or  either  branch  thereof,  or  by  the  Executive,  or  any  of  the  Departments 
of  the  Government,  and  to  keep  the  same  at  Harrisburg,  and  be  at  all  times  in  readiness 
to  execute  the  printing  aforesaid,  in  a  neat  and  workmanlike  manner,  and  with  the 
utmost  despatch.” 

That  in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  aforesaid  section,  he  has  purchased 
new  type,  entirely,  for  the  execution  of  the  public*  work  : — That  he  has  provided  him¬ 
self  with  two  power  printing  jeresses  of  the  most  approved  kind,  to  execute  said  work, 
together  with  every  other  kind  of  printing  material  necessary  to  do  the  State  printing 
in  a  neat  and  workmanlike  manner,  as  the  documents  already  printed  for  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  will  show,  at  a  cost  of  upwards  of  six  thousand  dollars  : — That,  in  addition  to 
the  above  expenditure,  he  has  purchased,  and  contracted  to  be  delivered,  printing  paper 
of  every  description  necessary  fur  tlie  jirinting  of  the  State  work,  in  the  neatest  and 
best  manner,  and  in  doing  so  has  incurred  an  expenditure  of  upwards  of  three  thousand 
dollars,  which  paper  is  only  calculated  for  the  public  work,  it  having  been  made  ex¬ 
pressly  for  that  purpose,  and  the  size  being  difierent  i'rom  that  used  in  ordinary  print¬ 
ing.  This  deponent  further  represents,  that  he  is  now  well  prepared  to  execute  the 
printing  of  the  State,  in  compliance  with  the  law  under  which  he  was  elected,  and  in 
a  manner  very  superior  to  that  in  which  the  public  work  has  heretofore  been  executed. 

ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY. 

Sworn  and  subscribed,  January  1.3,  1844,  before 

W.  KLINE. 


List  of  icitnesses  that  the  accused  desires  to  have  subpoenaed : 


Edward  M’Gowan,  Philadelphia. 

Richard  Bacon,  Philadelphia. 

Wm.  Karns.  Pittsburg. 

Asa  Packer,  Mauch  Chunk. 

Geo.  R.  Barrett,  Clearfield. 

Joseph  Kerr,  Stroudsburg. 

Samuel  Kerr,  New  Castle,  Mercer  co. 

J.  Porter  Brawley,  Meadville. 

M.  B.  liowry,  Harmonsburg,  Crawford  co. 

J.  Y.  James,  Warren. 

Luther  Kidder,  Wilkesbarre. 

Geo.  F.  Boal,  now  a  member. 

Gen.  John  Sipes,  Licking  creek,  Bed¬ 
ford  CO. 

Jesse  Horton,  Senator. 

W.  P.  Wilcox,  Senator. 

Mr.  Adams  also  read  a  copy  of  the  bond  presented  to  the  Governor  by  Isaac  G. 
M’Kinley  for  his  approval — a  certificate  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth — and 
also  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to  David  R.  Porter,  signed  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  stating  that 
aU  the  necessary  materials  for  doing  the  State  printing  Avere  purchased,  &c. — also  a 
letter  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  signed  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  request¬ 
ing  the  bond  to  be  filed  in  the  Secretary’s  office,  together  with  the  affidavit  of  Benjamin 
S.  Russell,  that  said  bond  was  handed  to  the  Secretary. 


Chas.  M’Clure,  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
monwealth. 

Anson  V.  Parsons,  Philadelphia. 

Judge  Samuel  Hepburn,  Carlisle. 

John  Potteiger,  member. 

Seth  Salisbury. 

Geo.  Bush,  member. 

John  Moorhead,  of  Clinton  co. 

Wm.  F.  Packer. 

Wm.  Hopkins. 

Job  Mann. 

Edwin  W.  Hutter. 

Levi  Reynolds. 

Wm.  Overfield. 

Wm.  S.  Picking. 
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A. 


(  COPY.) 


Know  all  men  by  these  presents,  that  we.  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  printer,  of  the  bo¬ 
rough  of  Harrisburg,  and  Michael  Burke.  Philip  Dougherty,  James  M’Cormick  and 
Simon  Cameron,  all  of  the  county  of  Dauphin,  and  State  of  Pennsylvania,  are  bound 
unto  tire  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  sum  of  ten  thousand  dollars,  lawful 
money  of  the  United  States,  to  the  payment  of  which,  we  do  bind  ourselves,  our 
heirs  and  executors,  and  administrators,  jointly  and  severaUy,  by  these  presents. 

Tire  condition  of  the  above  obligation  is  such,  that  whereas  the  said  Isaac  G.  M’Kin¬ 
ley,  on  the  15th  instant,  has  been  chosen  State  Printer  in  the  English  language,  and 
binder,  for  a  term  of  three  years,  to  commence  on  the  first  day  of  July  next,  in  pursu¬ 
ance  of  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  the  General  Assemlrly,  passed  the  twenty-fourth 
of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-three,  entitled  '-An  Act  to  create 
permanently  the  office  of  State  Printer.”  Now.,  if  the  above  bounden  Isaac  G. 
M’Kinley,  shall  and  does  faithfully  perform  the  duties  of  his  office,  as  required  to  be 
done  and  performed  by  said  Act,  and  shall  in  all  things  fully  comply  with  its  pro¬ 
visions,  then  this  obligation  to  be  void,  otherwise  to  remain  in  full  force  and  virtue. 

M  itness  our  respective  hands  and  seals  this  twenty -fifth  day  of  April,  in  the  year  of 
our  I,ord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-three. 


ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY,  [Seal.] 
MICHAEL  BURKE,  [Seal.] 
PHIL:  DOUGHERTY,  [Seal.] 
JAMES  M’CORMICK.  [Seal.] 
SIMON  CAMERON,  [Seal.] 

JVitness — J.  B.  Brattox. 


B. 

( COPY. ) 


This  bond  having  been  presented  to  the  Governor  on  the  25th  day  of  April.  A.  D. 
1843.  was  held  under  advisement,  and  the  question  submitted  to  the  Attorney  General, 
whether  the  election  of  1.  G.  M’Kinley  was  valid  under  the  Act  of  Assembly  autho¬ 
rizing  the  election  of  State  Printers?  On  the  1 3th  day  of  IMay,  A.  1).  1843,  the  rvritten 

opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  was  read  and  filed,  setting  forth  that  the  election 

of  the  said  I.  G.  M’Kinley  was  invalid,  for  the  reason  therein  contained ;  and  therefore, 
the  Governor,  concurring  with  the  Attorney  General  in  opinion,  declines  to  approve 

of  the  sureties  and  the  bond  tendered,  and  directs  the  same  to  be  returned  to  I.  G. 

M’Kinley,  with  information,  that  the  whole  matter  will  be  laid  before  the  next  Legis¬ 
lature  for  such  action  as  it  mav  deem  fit. 

CPIAS.  M’CLURE, 


Secretary’’s  Office,  ^ 
Harrisburg,  May  19?/i,  1843.  5 


Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth. 


( copy.  ) 


Charles  M’Clure,  Esq., 

Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth: 


Harrisburg,  Jan.  3,  1844. 


Sir: — I  herewith  hand  you  my  official  bond,  as  State  Printer,  rvhich,  after  having 
been  presented  to  the  Governor  on  the  25th  of  April  last,  and  received  by  him,  was 
returned  to  me  by  you  on  the  19th  of  May  last. 

Y^ours, 


ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY. 
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Dauphin  Cottniy,  ss. 

Personally  came  before  me,  a  Justice  of  the  peace  in  and  for  the  county  of  Dauphin, 
Benjamin  S.  Russell,  who  beinw  duly  affirmed,  doth  depose  and  say,  that  on  this  3d 
day  of  January,  1844,  he  handed  to  Charles  M’Clure,  Esq.,  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
monwealth,  in  his  office,  a  letter  from  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  covering  the  official  bond  of 
Mr.  M’Kinley,  of  which  bond  and  letter  the  foregoing  are  true  copies. 

BENJ.  S.  RUSSELL. 

Affirmed  and  subscribed  before  me,  Jan.  3,  1844. 

W.  KLINE. 


C. 


( COPY. ) 


To  David  R.  Portkr, 

Governor  of  Pennsylvania: 


IIarrisburo,  October  20,  1843. 


Sir  : — On  the  15th  of  April  last  I  was  elected  State  Printer,  to  do  the  printing  in  the 
English  language,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the  law  of  the  24th  of  March, 
1843,  entitled  “An  Act  to  create  permanently  the  office  of  State  Printer.”  The  second 
section  of  that  law  provides  that  the  State  Printer  “shall  procure  good  and  sufficient 
type,  and  all  other  materials  for  executing  the  printing  of  the  laws,  journals,  reports, 
bills,  resolutions,  messages,  and  all  other  Legislative  and  Executive  papers  and  docu¬ 
ments,  that  may  be  ordered  by  the  Legislature  or  either  branch  thereof,  or  by  the  Exe¬ 
cutive  or  any  of  the  Depurlments  of  the  Government,  and  to  keep  the  same  at 
Hanisburg,  and  be  at  all  times  in  readiness  to  execute  the  printing  aforesaid.”  In 
pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the  law,  under  which  I  was  elected,  I  have  provided 
myself,  at  a  heavy  expense,  with  all  necessaiy  materials  for  executing  the  public  print¬ 
ing  of  the  State,  and  take  the  present  occasion  to  demand  of  you  all  the  printing  of  your 
Department,  contemplated  by  the  law  under  wdiich  I  was  elected  State  Printer. 

Very  respectfully,  yours, 

ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY. 

On  motion. 


Places  were  assigned  to  Messrs.  Ilutter  and  Bigler,  Mr.  M’Kinley,  and  their  counsel, 
during  the  investigation. 

The  following  communication  was  then  read,  signed  David  R.  Porter  : 

Executive  Chamber.  ) 
Harrisburg,  January  13</i,  1844.5 

To  Benjamin  Champneys, 

Chairmayx  of  the  Joint  Committee,  fyc. 


Sir  : — I  have  received  your  communication  of  this  day,  requesting  my  attendance 
at  a  meeting  of  your  committee  at  3  o’clock  this  afternoon,  to  state  my  knowledge  in 
relation  to  the  election  of  State  Printer,  &c.  In  compliance  with  which,  I  herewith  en¬ 
close  a  list  of  the  names  of  witnesses,  which  I  respectfully  request  may  be  examined, 
touching  the  subject  referred  to  your  committee. 

Thomas  L.  Wilson,  Esq.,  is  authorized  to  appear  before,  you,  for  the  purpose  of  so 
interrogating  the  witnesses,  that  the  facts  may  be  fully  elicited. 

Very  respectfully. 

Yours,  (fee. 

DAVID  R.  PORTER. 


Names  of  witnesses  : — Theophilus  Fenn,  Jacob  Foreman,  Esq.,  Thaddeus  Stevens, 
Robert  P.  Maclay,  Simon  Cameron,  Colin  M’Curdy,  P.  C.  Sedgwick,  E.  P.  Hughes, 
I.  G.  M’Kinley,  E.  W.  Hutter,  Joseph  W.  Cake,  J.  M.  G.  Lescure,  Samuel  Bigler, 
Jacob  Baab,  J.  B.  Bratton. 


11 


Mr.  Adams,  counsel  for  Messrs.  M’Kinley,  Hutter  and  Bigler,  moved  that  subpce- 
nas  issue  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  returnable  on  the  23d  instant. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

To  amend  the  same,  by  adding  the  name  of  David  R.  Porter,  to  the  list  of  wit¬ 
nesses  for  the  accused. 

Mr.  Roumfort  called  for  the  reading  of  the  letter  of  the  Governor  in  relation  to  his 
being  a  witness. 

The  letter  was  read. 

The  amendment  was  then  withdrawn. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Macmanus, 

To  amend  the  motion  of  Mr.  Adams,  so  as  to  make  the  subpcenas  for  all  witnesses, 
residing  within  20  miles  of  Harrisburg,  returnable  on  Thursday,  the  18th  instant,  and 
all  others  returnable  on  the  23d. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  so  to  amend  ? 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

And  the  question  recurring. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion  as  amended? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sterigere  and  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  Mr.  Hughes  and  Mr.  Dunlap  be  appointed  a  committee  to  wait  upon  the  Gov¬ 
ernor,  requesting  his  attendance  as  a  witness  before  the  joint  committee  of  investigation. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion  ? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Hughes, 

That  Mr.  Wilson  be  admitted  to  a  seat  within  the  bar,  in  compliance  with  the  re¬ 
quest  of,  and  for  the  purpose  mentioned  by,  the  Governor. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion  ? 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

To  postpone  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject  for  the  present. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

And  on  motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan, 

The  committee  adjourned  until  half-past  7  o’clock  this  evening. 


SAME  DAY — Evening. 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Hughes,  Sterigere  and  Sherwood,  of  the 
Senate ;  and  Messrs.  McFadden,  Roumfort,  Macmanus,  Cooper,  Evans  and  Dunlap, 
on  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hughes,  from  the  committee  appointed  for  that  purpose,  made  report :  That  the 
committee  in  pursuance  of  their  duties  called  upon  the  Governor,  and  stated  to  him 
their  mission,  verbally,  and  received  a  verbal  reply  in  substance,  as  follows : — Tha 
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liaving  furnished  a  list  of  witnesses,  whom  he  believed  would  be  able  to  substantiate 
the  char<res  alle<red  a<Tainst  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  and  until  those  witnesses  were  exam- 
ined,  he  had  no  further  communication  to  make. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  the  Chairman  be  requested  to  issue  his  suhpcena  to  compel  the  Governor, 
David  R.  Porter,  to  attend  before  tlie  committee  as  a  witness. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion  ? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan. 

That  tlie  committee  proceed  to  the  examination  of  wdtnesses,  and  that  .1.  M.  G. 
f<escure  l)e  called  to  the  stand  for  examination. 

And  on  the  question, 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

A  motion  was  made  by  Air.  Sterigere, 

To  postpone  the  further  consideration  of  the  subject  for  the  present,  and  that  the  com¬ 
mittee  go  into  secret  session. 

M'hich  was  not  agreed  to. 

And  the  question  recurring. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Roumfort  and  Mr.  Sterigere,  and  were  as 
follow,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Hughes,  Sullivan,  Sherwood,  M’Fadden,  Cooper,  Dunlap,  and 
Champneys,  Chairman — 7. 

Nays — Alessrs.  Sterigere,  Macmanus,  Roumfort  and  Evans — 4. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Air.  Roumfort, 

That  when  this  committee  adjourns,  it  will  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday  next  at  3 
P.  AI. 

Wliich  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  the  committee  do  now  adjourn. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agi-ee  to  the  motion? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Roumfort  and  Mr.  Sterigere,  and  were  as 
follow,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Sterigere,  Macmanus,  Roumfort,  Evans,  and  Champneys,  Chair' 
man — 5. 

Nays — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Hughes,  SuUivan,  Sherwood,  Cooper  and  Dunlap — 6. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sterigere  and  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  the  examination  of  J.  M.  G.  Lescure  be  postponed  until  the  Governor  be 
examined. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 
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The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Sidlivan  and  Mr.  Rouinfort,  and  were  as 
follow,  viz  : 

Yeas — [Messrs.  Sterigere,  [Macmanus,  Roumfort,  Evans,  and  Champneys,  Chair¬ 
man — 5. 

Nays — [Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Sullivan,  Hughes,  Sherwood,  Cooper  and  DunlajD — 6. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Adams,  counsel  for  Messrs.  M’Kinley.  Hutter  and  Bigler,  made  application 
to  the  committee  to  have  the  charges  alleged  against  the  accused  to  be  specifically  made 
out. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Hughes, 

That  the  committee  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion  ? 

A  motion  Avas  made  by  [Mr.  Hughes, 

That  the  committee  do  now  adjourn. 

AVhich  was  agreed  to. 

Adjourned  until  [Monday  next,  at  3  P.  M. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  ? 

Monday.  January  15,  1844.  3 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — [Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Sterigere,  Hughes  and  Sherwood,  of  the 
Senate ;  and 

[Messrs.  [M’Fadden,  Roumfort,  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Macmanus  and  Evans,  on  part  of 
the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  Chairman  stated  that  a  subpcena  had  been  issued  to  David  R.  Porter,  and  placed 
in  tlie  hands  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  the  Senate.  He  therefore  called  upon  that 
olficer  to  make  report. 

E.  Cornman,  Esq.,  Sergeant-at-Arms  made  report : 

That  he  had  sened  the  subpoena  upon  David  R.  Porter,  at  five  minutes  past  10 
o’clock,  A.  M. 

A  motion  was  then  made  bv  [Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  the  committee  do  now  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  and  that  J.  M. 
G.  Lescure  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Mr.  [Macmanus  moved  to  amend  the  same,  by  striking  out  the  name  of  ••  J.  [M.  G. 
Lescure.”  and  inserting  that  of  ‘"David  R.  Porter.” 

And  on  the  question, 

AYill  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  M’Fadden,  and  Avere  as 
follow,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Sterigere.  [Macmanus,  Roumfort.  Cooper,  Evans,  Dunlap,  and 
C  hampneys.  Chairman — 7. 

Nays — Messrs.  [NFFadden.  Sullivan,  Hughes  and  Sherwood — 4. 

So  it  Avas  determined  in  the  affirmative. 
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And  the  motion  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion, 

Leave  was  granted  to  Mr.  Adams,  to  present  the  following  application  : 

In  the  matter  of  the  investigation  relating  to  “  the  election  of  State  Printers,  the 
frauds  connected  therewith,  and  the  non-acceptance  of  the  bonds  of  the  persons  claim¬ 
ing  to  have  been  elected  State  Printers,”  referred  to  a  joint  committee  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  ; 

To  the  rioN.  Benjamin  Champneys, 

And  the  other  gcntleraen,  composing  the  Committee  of  Investigation : 

'Die  accused,  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  and  Ilutter  and  Bigler,  respectfully,  by  their  coun¬ 
sel,  request  that  the  charges  preferred  against  them  in  the  Governor’s  message  of  the 
3(1  January,  1844,  may  be  put  into  a  form,  so  specific  as  to  enable  them  intelligently  to 
enter  upon  their  defence.  It  does  not  become  the  accused  to  anticipate  the  course  of 
inquiry  to  be  pursued  by  your  honoralile  committee  ;  but  it  is  manifestly  only  justice 
that,  when  cliarges  of  so  serious  a  nature  are  made  against  an  individual,  they  should 
be  made  so  definite  that  an  issue  or  issues  thereupon,  may  be  formed,  before  proceeding 
to  trial ;  and  also,  that  the  accused  may  know  what  witnesses  to  summon,  as  upon  the 
nature  and  number  of  the  charges  will  depend,  who  shall  be  the  witnesses  and  what 
their  number. 

From  an  examination  of  the  Governor’s  message,  and  the  resolutions  constituting  the 
committee,  the  accused  suppose  the  following  questions  might  legitimately  arise  : 

Was  the  election  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinlcy,  and  Ilutter  and  Bigler,  as  State  Printers, 
valid  in  law  ? 

Had  the  Governor  a  right,  under  the  circumstances,  to  decline  to  approve  the  bonds 
tendered  by  the  persons  elected  State  Printers  ? 

M'as  any  sum  of  money  or  other  property  paid,  or  promised,  or  offered  to  be  paid 
by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  and  Ilutter  and  Bigler,  or  any  or  either  of  them,  to  any  mem¬ 
ber  or  members  of  the  Legislature  of  1843,*  [or  to  any  other  person  or  persons,  and 
if  so,  to  tvhom?^  in  order  to  induce  such  member  or  members  to  vote  for  them,  the  said 
M’Kinley,  flutter  and  Bigler,  or  either  of  them,  as  State  Printers  or  State  Printer  5  and 
if  so,  what  were  such  sums  of  money  or  other  property,  and  who  was  the  member,  or 
who  were  the  members  ? 

"Was  any  sum  of  money  or  other  property  paid  or  promised,  or  offered  to  be  paid,  or 
any  office  or  offices  promised,  or  the  hope  of  obtaining  any  office  or  offices,  held  out 
to  any  member  or  members  of  the  Legislature  of  1843,*  [or  to  any  other  person  or 
persons,  and  if  so,  to  n'hom?~\  by  David  R.  Porter,  Governor  of  the  State  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  or  by  any  person  or  persons  authorized  by  him,  in  order  to  procure  the  vote 
or  votes,  of  such  member  or  members  for  John  II.  Dimock,  or  any  other  person  or 
persons  as  State  Printer  or  State  Printers  ;  and  if  so,  what  Avere  such  sums  of  money 
or  other  property,  or  such  office  or  offices,  and  who  Avas  the  member,  or  who  were  the 
members  ? 

The  accused  respectfully  desire  to  be  informed  Avhether  all  the  aboA'e  questions,  or 
only  some  of  them,  and  if  so,  Avhich,  or  Avhether  other  questions  Avill  be  investigated  by 
the  committee. 

The  accused  also  respectfully  request  that  before  proceeding  to  an  investigation,  a  list 
of  the  Avitnesses  to  be  produced  against  them  may  be  furnished  them  5  and  also  that  in 
conformity  Avith  the  usual  practice,  the  prosecutor  (for  such  they  are  compelled  to  con¬ 
sider  the  Governor  of  the  Commonwealth)  may  be  examined  before  the  other  Avit¬ 
nesses. 

JOHN  T.  ADAMS, 

Counsel  for  M’Kinley,  Hutter  and  Bigler. 

*The  words  marked  and  italicised,  were  inserted  by  order  of  committee. 
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And  on  the  question, 

What  order  will  the  committee  take  in  reference  to  said  application  ? 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  the  application  be  read  by  paragraphs,  and  that  the  sense  of  the  committee  be 
taken  upon  each  paragraph  separatel)'. 

On  motion. 

The  further  consideration  of  the  subject  was  postponed  for  the  present. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Cooper, 

That  the  fact  be  reported  to  the  Senate  by  the  Chairman,  that  a  subpoena  Avas  issued 
to  David  R.  Porter,  Governor,  to  attend  before  the  Committee  as  a  witness,  and  that  he 
is  not  in  attendance  pursuant  to  said  subpoena. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort  and  Mr.  Sterigere, 

That  the  committee  resume  the  consideration  of  the  motion  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 
that  the  application  of  Mr.  Adams  be  read  by  paragraphs,  and  that  the  sense  of  the 
committee  be  taken  upon  each  paragraph  separately. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

The  first  paragraph  being  under  consideration ; 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  the  phraseology  of  the  questions  submitted  in  the  application,  be  altered  so  as  to 
read,  “shall  the  committee  as  part  of  their  duty  enquire  Avhether.” 

M^hich  was  agreed  to. 

And  the  question  recurring  upon  the  adoption  of  the  first  paragraph; 

It  was  agreed  to. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  second  paragraph? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

The  third  paragraph  being  under  consideration; 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

To  amend  the  same,  by  inserting  after  the  words  “eighteen  hundred  and  forty- 
three” — “or  to  any  other  person  or  persons.” 

Mr.  Macmanus  moved  further  to  amend  by  adding:  “and  if  so,  to  whom?” 
Which,  together  with  the  amendment,  was  adopted. 

And  the  paragraph  as  amended  Avas  agreed  to. 

The  fourth  paragraph  being  under  consideration ; 

A  motion  Avas  made  by  Mr.  Sterigere, 

To  amend  the  same,  by  inserting  after  the  Avords,  “eighteen  hundred  and  forty- 
three” — “or  to  any  other  person  or  persons,  and  if  so,  to  Avhom  ?” 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment? 

It  Avas  agreed  to. 

And  the  paragraph,  as  amended,  Avas  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sterigere  and  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  the  committee  do  not  inquire  into  any  matters  other  than  those  contained  in  the 
cifieations. 

Which  Avas  agreed  to. 
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The  fifth  paragraph  being  under  consideration  j 

Mr.  Roumfort  called  for  a  division  of  the  question  on  said  paragraph,  ending  with 
the  words,  “furnished  them.” 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  first  division.^ 

A  motion  was  made  hy  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  a  list  of  the  witnesses  subpoenaed  hy  the  committee,  be  furnished  to  Messrs. 
Hutter  and  Bigler  and  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  ;  and  also  a  list  of  those  furnished  by  the 
Governor. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

The  second  division  being  under  consideration; 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

To  postpone  its  further  consideration  until  the  committee  be  apprized  of  what  action 
the  Senate  have  taken  on  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  the  committee  do  now  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  and  that  J.  M. 
G.  Lescure  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

And  on  the  question, 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Macmanus, 

That  the  same  be  laid  on  the  table. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Hughes,  and  are  as  fol¬ 
low,  viz  : 

Yeas — Alessrs.  Sterigere,  Sherwood,  Macmanus,  Roumfort,  Cooper,  Evans,  and 
( 'hampneys.  Chairman — 7. 

Nays — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Sullivan,  Hughes  and  Dunlap — 4. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Macmanus, 

That  when  this  committee  adjourns,  it  will  adjourn  to  meet  to-morrow  at  3  o’clock. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Hughes, 

To  amend  the  same,  by  striking  out  “to-morrow  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M.,”  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof,  “half-past  7  o’clock,  this  evening.” 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Hughes,  and  are  as  fol¬ 
low,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Sullivan,  Hughes,  Sherwood  and  Dunlap — 4. 

Nays — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Sterigere,  Macmanus,  Roumfort,  Cooper,  Evans,  and 
Champneys,  Chairman — 7. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 
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And  the  question  recurring, 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Macmanus, 

That  the  committee  do  now  adjourn. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

And  the  committee  adjourned  until  3  o’clock  to-morrow. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  ') 
Tuesday,  January  16,  1844.  3 

The  committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. ' 

Present — Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Sterigerc,  Hughes,  Peimiman  and  Sher¬ 
wood,  of  the  Senate  5  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Roumfort,  Macmanus,  Cooper,  Evans 
and  Dunlap,  on  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  the  committee  do  now  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  and  that  J.  M. 
G.  Lescure  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

AVhich  was  withdrawn  for  the  present. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  after  the  Chairman  had  propounded  questions  to  the  witnesses,  any  member  of 
the  committee  might  propound  questions ;  and  if  any  question  was  objected  to,  it  should 
be  determined  without  debate. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sterigere, 

That  the  vote  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan  be  reconsidered. 

Which  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  committee  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan,  that  J.  M. 

G.  Lescure  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

J.  M.  G.  Lescure  being  called,  he  appeared,  and  was  sworn. 

Ques. — specification.  Was  any  sum  of  money,  or  other  property  paid  or  pro¬ 
mised  or  offered  to  be  paid  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  and  Hutter  and  Bigler,  or  any  or 
either  of  them,  to  any  member  or  members  of  the  Legislature  of  1843,  or  to  any  other 
person  or  persons,  and  if  so,  to  whom,  in  order  to  induce  such  member  or  members  to 
vote  for  them,  the  said  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  and  Hutter  and  Bigler,  or  either  of  them,  as 
State  Printer  or  State  Printers ;  and  if  so,  what  were  such  sums  of  money  or  other  pro¬ 
perty,  and  who  was  the  member  or  who  were  the  members  ? 

Jins.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  matters  contained  in  this  specification  except  from 
hear  say,  if  I  am  required  to  say  it. 

Q. — 'ith  specification.  Was  any  sum  of  money  or  other  property  paid  or  promised, 
or  offered  to  be  paid,  or  any  office  or  offices  held  out  to  any  member  or  members  of  the 
Legislature  of  1843,  or  to  any  other  person  or  persons,  and  if  so,  to  whom,  by  David 
R.  Porter,  Governor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  or  by  any  person  or  persons  autho¬ 
rized  by  him,  in  order  to  procure  the  vote  or  votes  of  such  member  or  members  for  John 

H.  Dimock,  or  any  other  person  or  persons  as  State  Printer  or  State  Printers  j  and  if 
so,  what  were,  such  sums  of  money  or  other  property,  or  such  office  or  offices,  and  who 
was  the  member,  or  who  were  the  members  ? 
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A.  Mr.  Ktirns  was  appointetl  Postmaster  at  Allegheny  city — Mr.  Asa  Packer  was 
appointed  Associate  Jiul<re  of  Carbon  county — Mr.  Brawley,  I  believe,  received  a  con¬ 
tract  from  the  General  Government — Air.  Kerr,  who  expects  an  Associate  Judgeship 
in  Alonroe  county — Air.  AI’Gowan,  of  Philadelphia  county,  now  in  office — voted  for 
John  H.  Dimock.  1  have  received  a  letter,  whicli  informs  me  that  Mr.  Richard  Bacon 
will  disclose  certain  facts,  if  he  does  not  get  an  office.  I  do  not  liuow  the  hand  writing. 
The  letter  is  anonymous.  I  have  nothing  further  to  state. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Al’Fadden. 

Did  you,  at  any  time  after  the  15th  day  of  April,  1813,  and  during  the  interval  of 
time  on  which  the  election  was  consummated,  witness  the  execution  of  any  bonds  or 
other  instruments  of  writing,  signed  by  Isaac  G.  iVI’Kiuley,  I  hitter  and  Bigler,  or  either 
of  them,  covenanting  for  the  payment  of  any  sum  or  sums  of  money  in  consideration  of 
influencing  a  certain  number  of  votes  for  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  and  Ilutter  and  Bigler,  as 
State  Printers  '!  If  so,  state  when,  and  in  whose  hands  said  bond  or  bonds  remain  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

(i.  By  Mr.  Roumfort. 

Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Governor  Porter  on  the  subject  of  the  election  of 
State  Printer,  and  if  so,  when,  where,  and  what  was  the  sulistance  of  that  conversation? 

A.  Immediately  after  the  passage  of  the  law  for  State  Printer,  I  was  in  the  Executive 
Chamber  on  a  certain  day,  and  had  a  very  full  conversation  with  the  Executive  upon 
the  subject  of  State  Printer.  The  Governor  remarked  to  me  that  whoever  was  nomi¬ 
nated  by  the  democratic  caucus  could  not  be  elected.  I  asked  him  why  ?  He  said  it 
was  a  very  exciting  question,  and  he  did  not  think  the  individual  nominated  could  be 
elected.  I  informed  him  that  I  was  prepared  to  stand  or  fall  by  the  caucus  nomination; 
and  that  unless  we  were  nominated,  we  should  not  be  candidates  for  the  office  of  State 
Printer.  The  Arm  then  was  M’Kinley  and  Lescure.  He  gave  what  I  conceive  to  be 
a  very  insignificant  look,  as  much  as  to  say,  the  nominee  will  be  defeated.  There  the 
conversation  ended. 

(i.  By  Air.  Hughes. 

Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  AI’Kinley  say  whether  Glossbrenner  of  York  county,  was  to 
receive,  or  had  received  any  sum  of  money  or  interest  arising  from  the  proceeds  of  the 
State  Printing — and  if  aye,  what  did  you  hear  Mr.  M’Kinley  say  on  that  subject? 

A.  I  never  heard  Air.  AI’Kinley  say  any  thing  definite  on  that  subject.  I  have  heard 
that  Mr.  Glossbrenner  desired  to  purchase  ])art  of  our  establishment,  and  we  were  wil¬ 
ling  to  sell  if  he  would  give  enough.  I  did  not  hear  Mr.  AI’Kinley  say  any  thing  more 
positive  on  the  subject. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Did  Air.  Glossbrenner  purchase  an  interest  in  your  establishment  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  Have  you  not  heard  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  say  that  Mr.  Glossbrenner  was  to  have 
some  interest  in  the  State  Printing,  or  its  proceeds  ? 

A.  Not  positively.  There  was  considerable  conversation  at  that  time. 

Q.  On  what  condition  did  he  say,  if  any,  he  was  to  have  an  interest? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  that  he  was  to  have  an  interest. 

Q.  Has  not  Mr.  Glossbrenner  an  interest  in  the  printing? 

A.  I  know  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  he  was  active  in  procuring  the  election  of  Isaac  G,  M’Kinley  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know.  I  understood  he  was  active  in  procuring  the  election  of  John  H. 
Dimock. 

Q.  From  whom  did  you  understand  that? 

A.  It  was  the  rumor  of  that  day.  There  was  five  hundred  matters  transpired  in  a 
minute  at  that  time. 

Q.  You  cannot  name  any  one  who  told  you  ? 

A.  I  cannot,  sir. 

Q.  Are  you  yet  a  partner  of  Mr.  M’Kinley’s  ? 

A.  I  am  one  of  the  firm. 

Q.  Name  the  members  of  the  firm  ? 
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A.  Messrs.  ’M’Kinley,  Bratton,  Patterson  and  Lescure.  The  business  firm  is  Isaac 
G.  ^I’Kinley  &  Co. 

Q.  Was  this  association  formed  with  a  view  of  electing  one  of  your  number  State 
Printer  ? 

A.  No.  sir;  it  was  not  formed  for  that  purpose  at  all. 

Q.  Had  you  written  articles  of  association  at  the  time  the  firm  was  formed  ? 

A.  No,  sir ;  there  was  no  association.  There  was  a  written  article  of  association  as 
a  business  firm. 

Q.  Where  is  that  article  of  agreement? 

A.  In  the  hands  of  Mr.  Patterson. 

Q.  Have  neither  you,  iMr.  Bratton,  nor  Air.  AI’Kinley,  a  copy  of  that  article  ? 

A.  1  have  none. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  copy  of  it  in  Harrisburg 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  Does  that  article  say  an)' thing  in  relation  to  the  course  to  be  pursued  towards  the 
Governor  by  the  newspaper  ? 

A.  The  paper  was  to  condemn  him.  his  acts  and  policy  when  wrong,  and  treat  him 
fairly  wheiT  right.  And  further,  to  defend  the  democratic  party  fearlessly,  “regard¬ 
less  of  denunciations  from  an)'  quarter.”  and  to  sustain  the  regular  nominations  of  the 
party,  when  made  through  their  delegates. 

Q.  State  any  knowledge,  if  you  have  an)*,  of  any  sums  of  money  to  be  paid  by 
your  firm  to  an)'  other  persons  ? 

A.  I  have  none. 

Q.  State  anything  you  heard  your  partners  say  in  relation  to  this  matter  ? 

A.  I  never  heard  them  say  anything  in  relation  to  it. 

Q.  Have  you  not  conversed  with  Air.  Patterson  on  this  subject  ? 

A.  I  have  not,  sir. 

Q.  Do  I  understand  you  to  sa)',  that  no  other  person  or  firm  but  your  own  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  any  benefit,  or  any  sum  or  sums  of  money  from  your  firm,  or  any  member 
thereof,  arising  from  the  State  Printing.' 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  hearing  them  sav  so. 

Q.  By  Air.  APFadden, 

Have  you  at  any  time  heard  Theophilus  Fenn  or  Colin  AFCurdy  say,  that  they  or 
either  of  them  were  to  receive  a  certain  amount  of  the  profits  arising  from  the  office 
of  State  Printer,  in  the  event  of  Isaac  G.  AFKinle)^  and  Hutter  and  Bigler’s  election, 
or  either  of  them  ? 

A.  No,  sir  !  except  what  I  have  seen  in  their  papers. 

Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  them  on  that  subject? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  By  counsel  for  Alessrs,  M’Kinley,  Hutter  and  Bigler, 

AVho  was  the  caucus  nominee  at  the  time  when  you  had  the  conversation  with  the 
Governor  ? 

A.  John  B.  Bratton. 

Q.  By  same. 

Did  you  enter  into  any  combination  whatever,  to  procure  the  passage  of  this  State 
Printer  law  ? 

A.  No,  sir ! 

Q.  By  same. 

Did  you  know  of  any  such  law  being  in  contemplation,  until  you  saw  it  announced 
in  the  Governor’s  Message  ? 

A.  No,  sir  ! 

Q.  By  same. 

Did  you  ever  make  use  of  any  means  whatever,  to  procure  the  Executive  sanction 
to  the  law  ? 

A.  No,  sir! 

Q.  By  same. 
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Did  you  ever  enter  into  any  combination  whatever,  or  make  any  arrangement  rvhere- 
by  the  prices  of  the  public  printing  in  the  bill  should  be  fixed  ? 

A.  No,  sir ! 

Q.  By  same. 

Do  you  know  whether  or  not,  Ilutter  and  Bigler  had  any  competitor  from  their  own 
party  to  contend  Avith,  to  procure  the  public  printing  ? 

A.  Mr.  Wollenweber  from  Philadelphia  county,  I  believe,  was  a  candidate  for  nom¬ 
ination. 

Q.  By  same. 

Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  WollenAveber  received  any  votes  in  caucus? 

A.  I  recollect  he  received  some  votes,  but  do  not  know  how  many. 

On  motion, 

Mr.  Lescure  was  discharged. 

Mr.  Sullivan  moved  that  the  committee  adjourn  until  half-past?  o’clock  this  evening. 

Mr.  Roumfort  moved  to  amend,  by  inserting  3  o’clock  to-morrow  afternoon. 
Which  was  agreed  to. 

And  the  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  > 
Wednesday,  January  17,  1844.  3 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present,  on  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Sterigere,  Sherwood, 
Hughes  and  Penniman. 

On  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Macmanus,  Dunlap, 
Roumfort,  Cooper  and  Evans. 

The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  petition  referred  in  the  Senate  to  the  joint 
committee,  in  relation  to  the  public  printing. 

Mr.  Roumfort  moved  that  the  committee  proceed  in  the  examination  of  witnesses, 
and  that  E.  W.  Hutter  be  called  to  the  stand. 

Mr.  Adams  begged  leave  before  the  examination  Avould  be  proceeded  in,  to  submit  a 
protest  in  behalf  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  protesting  against  the  admission  of  hear-say 
testimony  by  the  committee,  with  a  request  to  have  the  protest  entered  upon  the  jour¬ 
nal. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Penniman  and  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  the  protest  do  not  appear  on  the  journal. 

Which  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  following  protest  was  then  directed  to  be  entered  upon  the  journal : 

To  the  Hon.  Benjamin  Champneys,  Chairman,  and  the  other  gentlemen  composing 

the  Joint  Committee,  to  inquire  into  alleged  frauds,  ^c.,  connected  with  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  State  Printers,  Sfc. 

The  accused,  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  Hutter  and  Bigler,  by  their  counsel,  respectfully 
protest  against  the  admission  of  any  hear-say  testimony  before  the  committee,  not  war¬ 
ranted  by  the  rules  of  legal  evidence,  and  calculated  to  affect  or  prejudice  them,  as  an 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  the  citizen,  and  a  palpable  violation  of  the  plainest  principles 
of  justice. 
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They  respectfully  protest  against  the  committee  over-stepping  the  limits  of  the  speci¬ 
fications  deliberately  adopted  by  the  committee  :  and  which  the  committee,  by  a  vote, 
recorded  on  the  journal  of  their  proceedings,  decided  they  would  not  overstep. 

They  respectfully  request  that  this  protest  may  be  entered  on  the  journal  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings,  and  made  part  of  the  same. 

JOHN  T.  ADAMS,  Counsel,  ^c. 

Committee  Room,  January  17,  1844. 

Mr.  Penniman  offered  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  the  rules  heretofore  adopted,  restricting  the  inquiry  within  certain 
limits,  be  and  the  same  are  hereby  repealed. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Sullivan  moved  that  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  be  directed  to  go  to  the  Land  office, 
and  request  Major  Rehrer  to  attend  before  the  committee  as  a  witness. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Roumfort,  that  the 
examination  proceed,  and  that  Ed.  W.  Hotter  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Mr.  Adams,  counsel,  begged  leave  to  state  that  Mr.  Hotter  protested  against  the  right- 
of  the  committee  to  examine  him  as  a  witness,  but  that  if  the  committee  directed  him 
to  testify,  he  would  do  so. 

The  committee  directed  the  examination  to  proceed. 

Mr.  Sullivan  moved  that  a  subpoena  issue  to  Alajor  Rehrer. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Edwin  W.  Hotter  being  called,  was  sworn  and  examined. 

The  third  specification  being  read  by  the  Chairman,  the  witness  answered  as  follows, 
viz : 

So  far  as  this  interrogatory  relates  to  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  I  have  no  personal  know¬ 
ledge  whatever.  So  far  as  it  relates  to  Hutterand  Bigler,  I  here  state  upon  my  solemn 
oath,  that  no  sum  of  money  or  other  property  was  ever  paid,  or  promised,  or  offered  to 
be  paid  by  them,  or  either  of  them,  or  any  person  in  their  behalf,  to  any  member  or 
members  of  the  Legislature  of  1843,  to  induce  such  member  or  members  to  vote  for 
them  as  State  Printers.  I  feel  well  assured  that  it  never  could  have  been  done  without 
my  knowledge,  and  I  solemnly  assert  that  it  never  was  done.  All  that  portion  of 
David  R.  Porter’s  recent  message  to  the  Legislature,  which  charges  Hutter  and  Bigler 
with  having  procured  their  election  as  State  Printers  by  fraud,  or  corrupt  negotiations 
of  any  character,  I  here  assert  to  be  wholly  and  unequivocally  false — and  from  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  I  am  constrained  to  declare  it,  as  my  solemn  belief,  that  he 
must  have  known  them  to  be  false  when  he  uttered  them.  Hutter  and  Bigler  presented 
their  names  to  a  caucus  of  what  was  called  the  democratic  members  of  the  Legislature 
of  1843.  They  obtained  that  caucus  nomination  without  any  very  serious  opposition, 
and  were  subsequently  elected  by  the  united  vote  of  the  party  to  which  they  belonged, 
except  General  George  M’Culloch,  member  of  the  House,  from  Centre  county. 
They  received  the  vote  of  but  a  single  member  of  either  branch  of  the  Legislature  poli¬ 
tically  opposed  to  them.  That  member  was  the  Hon.  Charles  C.  Sullivan,  now  a 
member  of  this  committee,  and  I  am  very  sure  that  he  will  acquit  Hutter  and  Bigler  of 
ever  having  made  corrupt  appliances  to  him  in  order  to  obtain  his  vote.  I  would  also 
state  in  addition  to  this,  that  no  sum  or  sums  of  money  or  property  of  any  description, 
was  ever  paid  by  Hutter  and  Bigler,  or  promised  to  be  paid  to  any  person  or  persons 
not  members  of  the  Legislature,  as  a  reward  for  procuring  influence  with  members  of 
the  Legislature.  Hutter  and  Bigler  had  69  votes,  G.  A.  Sage  had  33,  and  some  13 
scattering. 

Ath  specification.  To  any  such  arrangements  or  negotiations  on  the  part  of  David 
R.  Porter  with  members  of  the  Legislature,  I,  as  a  matter  of  course,  never  was  an  eye 
witness.  I  can  hence  only  communicate  to  this  committee  facts  notoriously  known, 
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from  wliich  they  will  draw  their  own  inferences.  Among  the  members  of  the  las  t  Hons 
of  Representatives,  was  Mr.  Asa  Packer,  of  the  county  of  Chirbon.  Mr.  Packe 
declined  supporting  the  caucus  nominee  of  the  party  with  which  he  generally  acted 
and  voted  for  John  H.  Dimock.  Mr.  Packer  has,  since  the  adjournment  of  the  last 
Legislature,  been  appointed  one  of  the  Associate  Judges  of  the  county  of  Carbon. 
Another  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  tlie  last  session,  was  Edward 
M’Gowan,  of  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  On  the  two  first  ballots  had  for  State  Prin¬ 
ter,  Mr.  M’Gowan  voted  for  Jolm  P.  Bratton,  the  caucus  nominee.  Before  the  third 
ballot  was  taken.  Air.  APGowan  became  suddenly  very  much  enamoured  of  the  Exe¬ 
cutive  Chamber — paid  frequent  visits  to  David  R.  Porter,  both  at  his  private  residence 
and  the  Executive  Chamber ;  and  when  a  third  ballot  was  taken  for  State  Printer,  Mr. 
M’  Gowan,  to  the  utter  surprise  of  those  with  whom  he  had  formerly  acted,  voted  for 
John  II.  Dimock.  Since  the  adjournment  of  tlie  last  Legislature,  Edward  M’Gowan, 
as  I  observe  by  the  public  newspapers,  and  as  he  himself  told  me,  has  received  from 
David  R.  Porter,  the  appointment  as  Superintendent  of  the  Powder  Magazine  of  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Another  member  of  the  last  Bcgislature,  was  William  Kariis  of  the  county  of 
Allegheny,  and  he  also  voted  for  John  II.  Dimock.  Since  the  adjournment  of  the  last 
Legislature,  as  I  perceive  liy  the  public  newspapers,  William  Karns  has  been  appointed 
by  President  John  'ryler.  Postmaster  at  Allegheny  city.  Another  member  of  the  last 
Legislature  was  James  Porter  Brawlcy,  ol  the  counly  of  Crawford.  He  too  was  very 
active  in  opposing  the  caucus  nomination  for  English  State  Printer.  Since  the  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  the  last  Let{islaturc,  as  I  observe  by  the  public  newspapers,  James  Porter 
Brawley  has  been  made  a  contractor  under  James  Aladison  Porter,  Secretary  of  War 
under  John  Tyler,  and  brother  of  David  B.  Porter.  Anotlier  member  of  the  last  Legis¬ 
lature,  was  a  Mr.  Kerr,  of  the  county  of  Monroe.  Air.  Kerr  was  also  active  in  promo¬ 
ting  the  success  of  John  H.  Dimock.  While  the  election  of  State  Printers  was  pending 
before  the  Legislature.  1  sought  to  dissuade  Mr.  Kerr  from  this  opposition  to  what  I 
conceived  to  be  the  regular  nominee  of  tlie  jvarty  to  which  he  professed  attachment. 
Mr.  Kerr  gave  me  as  Iris  reply,  that  he  was  an  a|)plicaut  for  a  vacant  Associate  Judge- 
ship  in  the  county  of  Monroe,  and  that  unless  he  took  this  course,  David  R.  Porter 
would  never  give  him  the  appointment.  And  from  my  own  personal  knowledge  in 
another  instance,  I  here  assert,  that  it  was  David  R.  Porter’s  uniform  mode  of  action  to 
menace  members  of  the  Legislature — if  they  did  not  vote  as  he  wished  them,  they 
could  expect  no  favor  at  his  hands.  I  would  yet  add  in  connexion  with  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  '\Vhlliam  Karns  as  l^ostmaster,  at  Allegheny  city,  that  he  has  in  a  public  com¬ 
munication,  contained  in  one  or  more  of  the  public  newspapers  of  Pittsburg,  distinctly 
admitted,  that  said  appointment  ol'  Postmaster  was  tendered  him  here  at  Harrisburg. 

Q.  By  iMr.  Sullivan. 

State  if  you  have  any  knowledge  from  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  or  either  of  his  partners, 
of  any  sums  of  money  or  other  benefits  which  they  or  either  of  them  are  bound  to 
pay,  or  afford,  in  the  event  of  his  getting  the  State  printing? 

A.  Between  those  gentlemen  and  myself,  since  the  consummation  of  this  election  for 
State  Printers,  the  most  friendly  and  confidential  relations  have  subsisted  •,  and  in  all 
our  intercourse  upon  this  subject,  I  have  never  heard  them  make  an  admission  of  this 
sort.  If  such  an  understanding  does  exist,  it  has  never  at  any  one  time  been  commu¬ 
nicated  to  me. 

Q.  By  same. 

State  whether  you  heard  the  rumor  of  such  an  arrangement  5  and  ever  conversed 
with  them  on  the  subject,  and  if  so,  what  tliey  or  eidier  of  them  said  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  that  it  was  ever  made  the  subject  of  particular  conversation 
between  us. 

Q.  By  same. 

Do  you  know  from  any  source  of  information,  anything  which  would  tend  to  prove 
the  existence  of  such  an  arrangement? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same. 
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Has  any  other  person  an  interest  with  you  and  Bigler  in  the  German  printing  and 
binding  ? 

A.  Shortly  before  the  election  of  State  Printers  a  co-partnership  was  formed  between 
the  firm  of  Baab  and  Hummel  and  the  lirm  of  Hutter  and  Bigler.  These  two  firms 
were  each  printing  a  newspaper  at  the  seat  of  government,  of  the  same  political  cha¬ 
racter.  For  a  long  time  prior  to  this  election,  the  propriety  of  merging  these  two 
establishments  into  one,  was  the  subject  of  frequent  conversation  between  us.  Believing 
that  the  election  of  State  Printers  presented  a  favorable  moment  for  carrying  this  pur¬ 
pose  into  eflect,  the  two  establishments  were  accordingly  consolidated.  Messrs.  Baab 
and  Hummel  have  accordingly  an  equal  interest  with  Hutter  and  Bigler,  not  only  in 
the  State  printing,  but  in  every  thing  else  pertaining  to  their  establishment.  If  the 
committee  desires  it,  1  will  present  to  it  our  articles  of  co-partnership. 

Q.  By  same. 

State,  if  you  please,  any  thing  you  know  of  the  consolidation  of  the  other  three 
presses,  the  Keystone,  Gazette  and  Reporter 

A.  I  know  that  they  ivere  consolidated,  but  beyond  a  mere  general  knowledge  of  the 
fact,  I  know  nothing  that  I  can  call  to  recollection. 

Q.  By  same. 

State  if  you  at  any  time  had  a  conversation  or  conversations  with  David  R.  Porter, 
Governor  of  this  Commonwealth,  on  the  subject  of  the  election  of  State  Printers,  or 
State  Printer ;  and  if  so,  when  and  where,  and  what  was  the  substance  of  that  conver¬ 
sation  or  conversations  ? 

A.  I  was  present  at  the  interview  detailed  here  last  evening  by  iMr.  Lescure,  between 
him  and  the  Governor.  The  subject  of  the  election  of  State  Printer  was  introduced 
in  the  course  of  conversation.  Governor  Porter  remarked  that  the  election  of  State 
Printer  would  prove  a  very  exciting  one,  and  that  the  caucus  nominee  of  the  democratic 
party  would  not  be  elected.  We  both  expressed  our  surprise,  and  both  declared  our 
intention  to  stand  or  fall  by  those  nominations.  He  reiterated  the  idea,  or  the  assu¬ 
rance,  that  those  nominations  would  fail.  That  is  all  I  recollect  of  this  conversation. 

1  would  remark,  however,  that  this  conversation  was  prior  to  the  caucus  nomination. 
Some  time  after  tliis.  Governor  Porter  again  addressed  me  on  the  subject  of  the  election 
of  State  Printers.  He  desired  of  me,  that  I  should  call  upon  John  H.  Dimock,  and 
urge  liim  to  become  a  candidate.  As  an  argumnnt  against  compliance  with  this  request, 

I  told  liiin  that  John  H.  Dimock  was  a  co-partner  of  Mr.  Samuel  D.  Patterson,  and 
that  inasmuch  as  iMr.  Patterson  was  generall)’  presumed  to  have  made  other  negotia¬ 
tions,  or  other  arrangements,  I  did  not  well  see  how  Mr.  Dimock  could  be  placed  in 
opposition  to  him.  I  also  advanced  tlie  argument,  that  Mr.  Dimock  had  violently 
abused  His  Excellency  in  his  paper,  and  that  I  could  not  perceive  the  justice  of  adopt¬ 
ing  Mr.  Dimock  as  his  favorite  candidate.  He  replied  that  Mr.  Dimock  was  merely 
in  the  employ  of  Mr.  Patterson — that  he  did  not  hold  him,  Mr.  Dimock,  responsible 
for  this  abuse — and  that  by  proper  management,  he,  Mr.  Dimock.  could  be  got  out  in 
opposition  to  iMr.  Patterson — and  he  wished  me  to  speak  to  Mr.  Dimock  to  accomplish 
this  end.  I  had  always  regarded  Messrs.  Patterson  and  Dimock  as  partners,  and  my 
heart  immediately  revolted  at  the  idea  of  seeking  to  incense  or  provoke  one  partner 
against  another.  I  looked  upon  it  as  a  plan  of  consummate  recklessness  ;  and  holding 
my  own  counsel,  1  never  executed  the  appointment  which  His  Excellency  designed  to 
confer  upon  me.  Where  His  Excellency  subsequently  procured  an  instrument  to 
fulfil  this  very  delicate  mission,  is  more  than  I  can  conjecture.  Suffice  it  to  say.  Mr. 
Dimock  was  made  hirs  candidate.  This  is  all  that  I  can  recollect,  embraced  in  this 
interview. 

After  the  Legislature  had  made  several  ineffectual  efforts  to  elect  an  English  State 
Printer,  they  passed,  by  a  vote  nearly  unanimous,  a  bill  allotting  the  printing  to  the 
lowest  bidder.  Tliis  bill  in  regular  cotu'se  of  time  came  into  the  hands  of  the  Governor. 
He  held  it  over,  neither  approving  nor  disapproving  it  for  a  number  of  days — the 
Legislature  in  the  mean  time  meeting  with  due  solemnity  in  convention,  and  just  as  often 
adjourning.  Betw'een  the  Governor  and  myself,  this  lowest  bidder  bill,  was  the  topic 
of  frequent  conversation.  He  assured  me  again  and  again,  that  all  he  cared  for  to  come 
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to  a  determination  whether  to  sign  or  veto  it,  was  to  know  wliether  either  of  the  so 
called  Union  firm  could  or  could  not  be  elected.  If  he  could  feel  assured  that  Mr. 
Dimock  could  be  elected,  he  would  veto  the  bill  with  the  utmost  despatch.  But  if  he 
thought  that  Mr.  M’Kinley  or  Mr.  Bratton  could  be  elected,  he  would  sooner  loose  his 
right  arm  than  not  to  let  the  lowest  bidder  bill  become  a  law.  Col.  William  Bigler, 
Speaker  of  the  Senate,  was  also  about  that  time  spoken  of  as  a  candidate  for  State 
Printer.  I  told  him,  (the  Governor,)  that  I  thought  probably  Mr.  Bigler  might  be 
united  upon  as  a  compromise  by  all  portions  of  the  democrats.  His  reply  was,  that 
he  did  not  trust  him.  He  said  if  there  is  a  man  in  that  Senate,  whom  I  elected,  it  is 
William  Bigler,  and  yet  I  hear  that  he  discusses  constitutional  questions  as  learnedly 
as  thougli  he  were  a  second  John  Marshall.  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  the  Gover¬ 
nor  was  subsequently  induced  to  believe,  that  his  favorite,  John  H.  Dimock,  could  be 
elected,  and  that  upon  those  considerations,  and  those  only,  he  consented  to  veto  the 
bill  allotting  llie  printing  to  the  lowest  bidder.  On  the  day  of  the  final  election,  which 
was  April  IStli,  (and  which  I  think  was  Saturday.)  he  came  to  my  desk  whilst  I  was  in 
tlie  discharge  of  my  duties  as  Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  and  in  the 
most  importunate  manner,  urged  me  to  abandon  all  other  work — forthwith  proceed  to 
the  Legislature,  and  spend  the  whole  day  in  endeavoring  to  prevent  the  election  of  Mr. 
M'Kinley.  I  obeyed  the  one  part  of  the  requisition,  but  I  took  the  responsibility  of 
disobeying  the  other.  After  this  election  of  State  Printer  had  been  consummated, 
rumor  became  rife  that  his  Excellency  contemplated  treating  it  as  though  it  had  never 
-taken  place.  I  felt  at  first  disinclined  to  credit  an  assertion  so  monstrous  in  its  charac¬ 
ter.  After  waiting  for  some  time,  I  detennined  upon  satisfying  my  own  mind  by 
making  a  direct  enquiry  of  the  Executive  himself.  About  the  time,  however,  that  my 
curiosity  was  at  its  zenith,  the  Governor  chanced  to  be  in  Philadelphia,  whither  he  had 
gone,  as  I  understood  from  various  sources,  in  order  to  procure  the  opinion  of  the 
Attorney  General.  With  much  solicitude  as  to  the  result,  I  awaited  his  return.  Hear¬ 
ing  of  his  arrival  by  the  cars,  I  went  to  his  private  residence,  and  I  there  found  him 
solitary  and  alone.  After  the  interchange  of  ordinary  congratulations,  I  introduced  the 
subject  of  State  printing.  I  told  him  of  the  prevalence  of  these  rumors,  and  desired 
him  in  all  frankness  and  candor  to  communicate  to  me  his  intentions.  He  at  first 
seemed  greatly  confused  and  embarrassed — prevaricated  and  evinced  a  disposition  to 
evade  the  question.  I,  however,  held  him  to  it,  and  he  finally,  with  much  apparent 
trepidation,  told  me  that  he  had  conferred  with  the  Attorney  General  on  the  subject, 
and  that  the  Attorney  General  was  very  clear  in  his  opinion  that  the  election  was 
invalid.  I  then  endeavored  to  pry  into  the  reasons.  Why,  he  said,  that  one  section 
of  the  law  required  the  election  to  take  place  on  the  third  day  after  the  passage  of  the 
act — and  that  there  was  no  power  conl'erred  upon  the  Legislature,  in  the  law,  to 
adjourn  after  their  first  meeting.  I  argued  all  these  respective  points  that  he  raised, 
with  liiin,  and  finally  asked  him  what  the  Legislature  would  do  for  printers  ?  He  said 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  upon  that  point — that  the  Attorney  General  was  also  very 
clear  that  the  Governor,  under  the  law,  by  implication,  had  authority  to  appoint  State 
Printers  ;  and  that  although  he  himself  wms  not  perfectly  clear  upon  that  subject,  he 
had  no  doubt  that  it  could  be  done.  This  is  the  substance  of  what  occurred  at  that 
meeting. 

On  motion. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  3  o’clock,  P.  M.,  to-morrow  afternoon. 
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Supreme  Court  Room,  7 
Thursday,  January  18,  1844.  3 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — on  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Cliampneys,  Sullivan,  Hughes,  Sterigere, 
Penniman  and  Sherwood :  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Evans,  Dunlap,  Roumfort  and 
Cooper,  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Adams,  counsel,  moved  for  a  subpoena  to  the  Hon.  Henry  A.  Muhlenberg,  re¬ 
turnable  on  the  22nd  instant. 

hlr.  Sullivan  moved  to  lay  the  motion  on  the  table  for  tlie  present. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hutter  was  called  and  continued  his  testimony  as  follows  : 

Qucs.  By  Mr.  Roumfort. 

A^ou  say  from  your  personal  knowledge  in  another  instance,  you  knew  it  was  the 
Governor’s  uniform  practice  to  menace  members  :  How  do  you  know  it  was  his  prac¬ 
tice  to  menace  members  ? 

^dns. — I  know  it  from  personal  observation  in  one  instance,  that  is  still  distinct  in 
my  recollection.  On  the  election  of  State  Treasurer,  either  in  1841  or  1842,  I  forget 
which,  William  B.  Anderson,  of  the  county  of  Perry,  became  the  democratic  caucus 
nominee  for  that  office.  Governor  Porter  was  very  assiduous  in  his  efforts  to  defeat 
that  nomination.  He  called  me  into  his  chamber,  and  desired  me  to  go  to  Peter  Haas, 
then  a  member  of  the  Legislature  from  the  county  of  Lehigh,  and  to  say  to  Mr.  Haas, 
that  unless  he  voted  for  Job  Mann,  that  he,  the  Governor,  would  lie  damn’d  if  he  ever 
would  appoint  him  Associate  Judge  for  the  county  of  Lehigh — for  which  office  he  was 
then  an  applicant.  I  communicated  this  information  to  ]\Ir.  Haas,  remarking  to  him 
at  the  same  time,  that  I  considered  it  very  disreputable  on  the  part  of  the  Executive, 
to  hold  any  such  menace  over  him.  Mr.  Haas  characterized  the  effort  in  the  same 
manner,  and  assured  me  that  he  would  never  be  governed  by  any  such  considerations. 
This  is  about  the  amount  of  it.  Mr.  Haas  did  not  vote  for  the  caucus  nominee.  He 
assigned  to  me  as  his  reason,  that  he  had  received  representations  of  the  unfitness  of 
Mr.  Anderson,  and  that  he  would  vote  for  Jacob  Dillinger  of  Lehigh,  whom  he  knew 
to  be  well  qualified.  And,  if  I  mistake  not,  he  did  so  vote. 

Here  the  examination  of  Mr.  Hutter  closed. 

Mr.  Sullivan  moved  that  Maj.  Thomas  J.  Rehrerbe  called  to  the  stand  as  a  witness 
to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Maj.  T.  J.  Rehrer,  called  and  sworn. 

The  third  specification  being  read  by  the  Chairman,  the  witness  answered  as  fol¬ 
lows,  viz  ; 

„dns.  I  think  it  Avas  on  the  15th  of  April  last,  on  Saturday,  Capt.  M’Kinnon,  a 
member  of  the  last  House  of  Representatives,  called  at  the  Surveyor  General’s  office, 
and  stated  to  Daniel  Small,  a  clerk  in  the  office,  in  my  presence — 

[Here  counsel,  Mr.  xVdams,  objected  to  the  witness  stating  any  thing  he  heard  Daniel 
Small  say — it  being  hearsay  testimony.] 

xVnd  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  witness  proceed  in  his  testimony  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  Hughes,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz  : 

A"eas — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  Hughes,  Penniman  and  Sullivan — 5. 

Nays — Messrs.  Cooper,  AI’Fadden,  Macmanus,  Roumfort,  Sterigere  and  Champ- 
neys.  Chairman — 6. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 
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Witness.  On  Monday  or  Tuesday  following  the  election  of  State  Printer,  Mr,  Daniel 
Small  handed  me  a  paper,  dated  Ilarrisbnrg,  April  15th  1843,  which  paper,  was,  as 
near  as  I  can  recollect — 

[Here  Mr.  Adams  objected  to  the  witness  stating  his  knowledge  of  the  contents  of 
the  paper — contending  that  the  paper  was  the  best  evidence.  3 

Air.  Hnghes  enquired  of  the  witness  who  the  paper  was  signed  by  ? 

AAhtness.  It  rvas  signed  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  and  no  o)ie  else,  I  think  to  the  best 
of  my  knowledge  it  was  in  the  hand  writing  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley.  I  have  seen  some 
of  his  writing. 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  objection  of  Mr.  Adams  be  sustained  ? 

It  was  not  agreed  to. 

Witness.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  it  was  in  this  way  : — I  do  promise  and 
agree,  that  if  tire  members  of  the  counties  of  York  and  Adams,  vote  for  me  for  State 
Printer,  this  day,  and  I  am  elected,  Adam  .1.  Glossbreiiner  is  to  have  the  one-fifth  of 
the  State  printing,  or  one -fifth  of  tlie  profits  thereof;  I  am  not  certain  which.  That  is 
all  I  can  recollect  of  it.  It  was  about  4  or  5  lines  in  lenglli.  The  obligation  was  to 
Mr.  Glossbrenner.  I  afterwards  saw  the  paper  in  tlie  hands  of  Air.  Glossbrenner.  I 
have  no  further  knowledge  of  the  matters  contained  in  this  specification. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  the  witness  answered  as  follows,  viz  : 

Witness.  1  have  no  knowledge  of  anything  contained  in  this  specification. 

Q.  Ily  Air.  M’Fadden. 

Have  von  at  any  time,  seen  any  bond  or  other  instrument  of  writing,  covenanting  for 
the  payment  of  any  sum  or  sums  ol'  money,  in  consideration,  that  certain  intluences 
should  bo  brought  to  l^ear  upon  member's  of  the  liegislature,  signed  by  Huttcr  and  Big¬ 
ler,  or  either  of  them  ? 

A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Hnghes.  Do  you  know  whetlicr  any  member  of  the  last  Legislature  had 
any  knowdedge  of  the  paper  you  have  described.^ 

A.  I  have  not,  unless  by  his  own  admission.  Capt.  M’Kinnon  stated  to  Mr.  Small 
that  -an  arrangement  had  been  made  by  them — 

[Here  tire  counsel,  Air.  Adams,  interposed  an  objection  to  the  witness  stating  any 
arrangement  between  Mr.  AFKiniron  and  Mr.  Small. 3 

And  on  the  question,  • 

Shall  the  witness  proceed  ? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

Witness.  'Tbat  they  wmre  to  vote  for  Air.  AI’Kinley,  for  State  Printer.  Mr.  Small 
replied,  that  it  were  better  to  have  it  in  black  and  white — and  they  both,  Air.  M’Kinnon 
and  Mr.  Small,  left  the  office.  Mr.  AI’Kinnon  was  one  of  the  members  from  the  coun¬ 
ty  of  York. 

Q.  By  Air.  Cooper.  Do  you  know  of  any  sum  of  money  having  been  paid,  or 
promised  to  be  paid  by  Isaac  G.  AI’Kinley,  to  Capt.  M’Kinnon,  or  any  other  member 
of  the  last  I.egislature,  to  induce  him,  or  any  other  member,  to  vote  for  him  as  State 
Printer  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  money,  or  other  property  offered  or  given  to  any  member, 
for  any  such  purpose. 

Q.  By  Air.  Sullivan.  State  to  the  committee,  if  you  please,  what  conversation,  if 
any,  you  h-ad  with  Adam  .1.  Glossbrenner,  -as  to  this  instrument  of  writing  be  held  on 
Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  at  the  time  he  held  said  writing,  and  what  he  said,  if  anything, 
he  was  to  do  as  to  procuring  the  votes  of  the  members  of  York  and  Adams,  for  Isaac 
G.  iM’Kinley? 

[Here  the  counsel  objected  to  the  question  being  put.3 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  question  be  propounded  ? 
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The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Sullivan  and  IMr.  Sterigere,  and  are  as  fol¬ 
low,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Penniinau,  Sullivan  and  Sherwood — 3. 

Nays — Messrs.  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Evans,  Hughes,  M’Fadden,  Roumfort,  Sterigere 
and  Chainpneys,  Chairman — 8. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Penniinan  moved  to  postpone  the  further  examination  of  the  witness. 

Which  was  not  agreed  to. 

Q.  By  iMr.  Sullivan.  State  if  you  were  in  the  Land  Department  at  the  time  Mr. 
Glossbrenner  came  for  the  instrument  of  waiting  already  mentioned 

A.  I  was  not,  sir.  Mr.  Small  had  left  the  office  a  day  or  two  after  this  occurrence 
had  taken  place.  A  few  days  after,  T  saw  the  paper. 

Q.  By  same.  State  to  the  committee,  if  you  please,  when  you  mentioned  this  ar¬ 
rangement  contained  in  the  paper  to  Mr.  Glossbrenner.  whether  he  feigned  at  first  to  be 
ignorant  of  the  arrangement — and  after  you  told  him  of  your  knowledge  of  it,  what  he 
then  said  in  relation  to  it.^ 

[Here  the  counsel  objected  to  the  question.] 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  question  be  put  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  — ,  and  are  as  follow,  viz  : 

^  EAS — iMessrs.  Penniman,  Sullivan  and  Sherwood — 3. 

Nays — Messrs.  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Evans,  Hughes,  M’Fadden,  Roumfort,  Sterigere, 
and  Champne)'s,  Chairman — 8. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Q.  By  i\Ir.  Roumfort.  Was  iMr.  Glossbrenner  at  the  Seat  of  Government,  on  the 
15th  of  April,  1843 — the  day  to  which  you  referred.^ 

A.  Not  to  mv  knowledoe. 

Q.  By  same.  Was  it  before  or  after  the  election  of  Stale  Printer,  that  you  seen  Mr. 
Glossbrenner,  as  referred  to  in  vour  evidence 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  referred  to  having  seen  Mr.  Glossbrenner  in  my  evi¬ 
dence. 

Q.  By  same.  M'hat  official  situation  do  you  hold  here  at  the  Seat  of  Government  ? 

A.  I  hold  a  situation  in  the  Surveyor  General's  office,  under  Gen.  Sallade.  1  have 
been  there  between  4  and  5  years,  and  in  the  other  department  connected  with  it — the 
Land  Deiiarlment — I  was  six  years. 

Q.  By  same.  Have  you  at  any  time  had  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  of  the 
Commonwealth,  on  the  subject  of  the  election  of  Slate  Printer  } 

A.  1  have  not,  sir,  previous  to  the  election.  I  liave  had  since. 

Q.  By  counsel,  Mr.  Adams.  Are  you  on  terms  of  personal  intimacy  with  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  this  Commonwealth  ? 

A.  Acs,  sir,  1  am.  That  is,  I  am  intimate  with  Gov.  Porter  rvhen  I  see  him. 
There  is  but  one  gentleman  living  between  him  and  myself.  That  is  Mr.  Bigler,  one 
of  the  State  Printers.  With  all  that,  1  have  known  six  weeks  to  pass  frequently,  with¬ 
out  my  speaking  to  him,  or  him  to  me. 

Q.  By  same.  W  as  ever  the  hope  or  prospect  of  obtaining  any  advantage  of  any 
kind,  whatever,  for  yourself,  or  any  friend  of  vours,  held  out  to  you  by  Gov.  Porter,  in 
order  to  induce  you  to  influence  the  vote  or  conduct  of  any  member  of  this,  or  any 
previous  Legislature  ? 

A.  There  was  not,  sir.  All  the  conversation  1  had  with  Governor  Porter,  I  would 
not  care  if  the  world  knew  it. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Hughes.  Are  you  on  good  tenns  with  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  ? 
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A.  I  do  not  know  that  we  are  on  bad  terms.  W e  are  now  on  as  good  terms  as  ever 
we  were,  as  regards  myself. 

[Here  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Relirer  closed. 3 
A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Penniman, 

To  adjourn  until  Monday  next  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 

Mr.  Sullivan  moved  to  amend,  by  inserting  “to-morrow  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M.” 

Mr.  Hughes  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  inserting  “half-hast  7  oclock  this 
evening.” 

And  on  the  question, 

AVill  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  to  the  amendment? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  IMessrs.  Hughes  and  Sullivan,  and  are  as  fol¬ 
low,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Hughes,  M’Fadden  and  Sullivan — 3. 

Nays — Messrs.  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Evans,  Penniman,  Roumfort,  Sterigere,  Sherwood, 
and  Champneys,  Chairman — 8. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Dunlap  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  insertino'  “Saturday,  at  3  o’clock, 
P.  M.” 

And  on  the  question, 

AVill  the  committee  agree  to  the  amendment  to  the  amendment? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Dunlap  and  Mr.  Sullivan,  and  are  as  fol¬ 
low,  viz ; 

Yeas — Messrs.  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Hughes,  i\rFadden,  Penniman  and  Sullivan — 6. 
Nays — Messrs.  Evans,  Roumfort,  Sterigere,  Sherwood,  and  Champneys,  Chair¬ 
man — 5. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr  M’Fadden  moved. 

That  a  subpoena  issue  to  the  Hon.  Henry  A.  Muhlenberg,  returnable  on  Monday, 
the  22d  inst.  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mi*.  Penniman, 

To  lay  the  motion  on  the  table  for  the  present. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Mr.  Roumfort  and  Mr.  Sullivan,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz ; 

Yeas — Messrs.  Sullivan,  Hughes,  Sterigere,  Sherwood,  Evans  and  Dunlap — 6. 
Nays — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Roumfort,  Cooper,  and  Champneys,  Chairman — 4. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion,  as  amended,  in  relation  to  adjournment? 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sterigere, 

To  strike  out  “Saturday,”  and  insert  “Monday.” 

And  on  the  question, 

Will  the  committee  agree  so  to  amend  ? 
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The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  M’Fadden,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Sterigere,  Sherwood,  Roumfort,  Cooper,  Evans,  and  Champneys, 
Chairman — 6. 

Nays — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Sullivan,  Hughes  and  Dunlap — 4. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

And  the  motion,  as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion. 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  next  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  ') 
Monday,  January  22,  1844.  3 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — on  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Champneys,  Penniman,  Sullivan,  Sterigere 
and  Sherwood,  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Dunlap,  Roumfort  and  Evans,  on  part  of  the 
House. 

The  Chairman  laid  before  the  committee  a  communication  signed  Samuel  D.  Patter¬ 
son,  and  also  an  article  of  agreement  signed  Samuel  D.  Patterson,  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley, 
John  B.  Bratton,  and  J.  M.  G.  Lescure,  which  were  referred  in  the  Senate  to  the  joint 
committee  of  investigation,  and  the  same  were  ordered  to  be  entered  on  the  journal : 

During  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  the  three  democratic  papers  then  existing 
at  the  seat  of  government,  the  Reporter,  Keystone  and  State  Capitol  Gazette,  were 
united,  and  an  agreement  entered  into  by  the  parties,  fixing  the  principles  and  terms 
upon  which  the  democratic  press  thus  united  should  be  conducted.  On  the  evening 
of  the  day  that  the  agreement  was  made,  I  left  it  enclosed  in  a  sealed  envelope,  and 
with  the  name  “S.  D.  Patterson”  endorsed,  with  B.  Champneys,  at  his  room,  for 
safe  keeping.  A  day  or  two  afterwards,  some  inquiry  having  been  made  in  reference 
to  the  terms  of  the  union,  Mr.  Champneys  requested  me  to  take  the  paper,  which  I 
did,  and  after  leaving  him,  broke  the  seal  and  exhibited  the  agreement  to  any  members 
who  expressed  a  desire  to  see  it.  When  about  leaving  Harrisburg,  I  again  enclosed  it 
in  a  sealed  envelope  and  left  it  with  B.  Champneys,  so  that  it  could  be  exhibited  at  any 
time  when  any  such  request  should  be  made.  No  other  paper  was  left  with  B.  Champ¬ 
neys,  nor  was  he  present  at  any  of  the  negotiations  between  the  parties. 

The  prevailing  sentiment  of  the  democratic  party  was,  that  there  ought  not  to  be  so 
many  papers  at  the  seat  of  government,  and  the  Union,  it  was  supposed,  would  meet 
this  wish,  and  be  productive  of  public  utility. 

SAMUEL  D.  PATTERSON. 

Philadelphia,  January  20th,  1844. 


I  certify  the  foregoing  to 
January  22d,  1844. 


be  a  true  copy  of  the  original  presented  to  the  Senate. 

JOHN  J.  M’CAHEN,  Clerk  of  the  Senate. 


It  is  agreed,  this  18th  day  of  March,  1843,  between  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  and  Joseph 
M.  G.  Lescure,  proprietors  of  the  “Keystone”  establishment,  Samuel  D.  Patterson, 
proprietor  of  the  establishment  of  the  “  Pennsylvania  Reporter,”  and  John  B.  Bratton, 
proprietor  of  the  establishment  of  the  “  State  Capitol  Gazette,”  all  published  in  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pennsylvania,  as  follows  :  That  in  the  event  of  the  final  passage,  by  the 
Legislature,  at  the  present  session,  of  any  act  establishing  the  office  of  State  Printer, 
M’Kinley  &  Lescure,  of  the  “Keystone,”  S.  D.  Patterson,  of  the  “Reporter,”  and 
John  B.  Bratton,  of  the  “State  Capitol  Gazette,”  will  present  their  respective  applica¬ 
tions  to  a  caucus  of  democratic  members ;  and  they,  each  and  all,  hereby  pledge 
themselves  to  abide  the  decision  of  that  caucus,  in  making  a  nomination.  That  after 
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snoh  nomination  and  election  shall  have  been  had,  the  establishments  above  named, 
shall  he  consolidated,  and  pnlilished  under  a  new  title,  and  under  the  joint  control,  and 
in  th':'  names  of  the  respective  proprietors,  each  of  the  parties  named,  paying  an  equal 
proportion  of  the  expenses  attending  the  publication  of  such  paper,  and  each  party  also 
deriving  an  etpial  portion  of  the  profits  arising  from  such  publication.  The  paper  thus 
published,  shall  he  edited  by  a  gentleman  to  he  selected  by  the  proprietors.  It  shall 
support  the  rcgidar  nominations  of  tlie  democratic  party,  and  on  the  Presidential  ques¬ 
tion,  maintain  a  decided  Pennsylvania  ground  ;  taking  good  care,  up  to  the  time  of 
holding  the  National  Convention,  of,  the  interests  of  Mr.  Puchanan,  as  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  candidate,  without  pursuing  a  course  in  reference  to  other  candidates,  which 
might  be  regarded  in  an  otl’ensive  light,  by  such  candidates,  or  their  friends.  After  the 
National  Convention  is  held,  the  paper  is  pledged  to  the  cordial  support  of  the  nominee 
of  that  convention.  'J'hat,  in  lefcrencc  to  the  existing  State  Administration,  the  paper 
thus  to  he  published,  shall  give  such  support  as  may  lie  consistent  with  the  welfare  and 
interest  of  the  democratic  party  ;  nor  enter  into  controversies  with  journals  in  this  or 
any  other  State,  in  reference  to  said  administration.  But,  in  the  event  of  that  admin¬ 
istration  assuming  a  ground  hostile  to  Pennsylvania  interests,  or  Pennsylvania’s 
candidate  for  the  Presidency,  then  this  paper  shall  take  a  decided  stand  in  opposition  to 
the  administration’s  movements  on  that  ([uestion. 

It  is  further  agreed  between  the  said  parties,  that,  in  addition  to  putting  into  the  joint 
stock  of  the  new  cstalilisliment  the  several  subscription  lists  of  the  three  newspapers, 
Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  shall  put  into  the  joint  stock  of  the  establishment,  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  on  its  operations,  cash  or  materials,  to  the  amount  of  twenty-two  hundred 
and  fifty  dollars.  Joseph  M.  G.  Lescure  shall,  for  the  same  purpose,  put  into  the 
establishment,  in  cash  or  materials,  the  amount  of  twenty-two  hundred  and  fifty  dol¬ 
lars  ;  and  John  II.  Bratton  shall,  for  the  same  purpose,  put  into  the  joint  establishment, 
cash  or  materials,  to  the  amount  of  fifteen  hundred  dollars.  That  the  business  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  concern  shall  be  conducted  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  Joseph  M.  G.  Lescure, 
and  John  B.  Bratton,  in  conjunction  with  each  other ;  and  that  all  the  profits  arising 
therefrom,  shall  be  divided  as  before  specified,  into  parts,  of  which  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley, 
Joseph  M.  G.  Lescure,  John  B.  Bratton,  and  Samuel  D.  Patterson,  shall  each  receive 
an  equal  proportion.  Settlements  shall  take  place  quarterly  ;  and  the  names  of  the 
partners  of  the  firm,  shall  not  be  used  by  either  of  them,  for  any  other  than  the  neces¬ 
sary  and  legitimate  business  of  the  firm. 

The  names  of  the  proprietors  of  the  joint  establishment  shall  be  published  in  said 
paper,  in  the  order  of  the  seniority  of  the  several  establishments,  which  are  thus  to  be 
united. 

Should  any  question  arise,  involving  the  course  of  policy  which  the  paper  ought  to 
pursue,  the  concurrence  of  three  of  the  proprietors,  shall  be  necessary  for  its  estab¬ 
lishment. 

This  partnership  shall  continue  in  force  for  three  years,  or  the  term  for  which  a  State 
Printer  is  elected,  and  not  be  sooner  dissolved,  unless  by  the  mutual  consent  of  the 
parties  ;^and  should  one  of  the  partners  desire  to  retire  from  the  concern,  he  shall  offer 
to  his  partners  the  opportunity  of  purchasing  his  interest  in  the  same. 

In  regard  to  the  question  of  the  next  Gubernatorial  nomination,  the  paper  to  be 
established  under  this  agreement,  shall  not  interfere,  or  exercise  any  influence ;  leaving 
it  to  the  action  of  the  regular  democratic  convention  to  determine  that  matter. 

The  title  of  the  new  paper,  to  be  established  under  this  agreement,  shall  be  the 
“  Democratic  Union.” 

ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY, 

J.  B.  BRATTON, 

SAMUEL  D.  PATTERSON, 

J.  M.  G.  LESCURE. 

I  certify  the  above  and  foregoing  to  be  a  true  copy  of  the  original,  presented  to  the 
Senate,  January  22,  1844. 


JOHN  J.  M’CAHEN,  Ckrk  of  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  Roumfort  moved  to  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  and  that  Colin 
M’ Curdy  be  called  to  the  stand. 

Mr.  M’C  tiRDV  being  called,  he  appeared,  was  sworn,  and  testified  as  follows: 

The  third  specification  being  read  by  the  Chairman,  the  witness 

Ans.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any  sum  of  money  or  other  property  paid,  or 
promised  to  be  paid  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  or  Ilutter  and  Bigler,  or  eitber  of  them,  or 
by  any  person  for  them  or  either  of  them,  to  any  member  or  members  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture,  or  to  any  other  person,  to  procure  the  votes  of  any  member  or  members  of  the 
Legislature  for  the  said  M’Kinley,  or  Ilutter  and  Bigler,  for  the  office  of  State  Printer, 
It  may  be  proper  for  me  to  state,  however,  in  order  that  thei-e  may  be  no  misapprehen¬ 
sion  of  my  position  in  the  matter  under  investigation,  that  I  have  been  informetl  by  a 
friend — 

[Here  counsel  olijected  to  the  witness  stating  anything  of  a  hear-say  character,] 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  testimony  Im  admitted  ? 

The  }mas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Penniman,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz : 

Yeas — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Sullivan,  Penniman  and  Sherwood — 4. 

Nays — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  Roumfort,  Sterigere,  and  Champneys,  Chair¬ 
man — 5. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Sterigere  moved  that  the  witness  state  the  name  of  the  friend  alluded  to. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Witness.  Philo  C.  Sedgwick,  of  Harrisburg. 

Qiies.  By  Mr.  Penniman.  What  were  you  informed  by  Philo  C.  Sedgwick  ? 

[Here  the  counsel  objected  to  the  question  being  put.] 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  witness  answer  the  interrogatory  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Sterigere,  and  are  as  fol¬ 
low,  viz  : 

Yeas— .Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Penniman,  Sullivan  and  Sherwood — 4. 

Nays — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  Roumfort,  Sterigere,  and  Champneys,  Chair¬ 
man — 5. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Witness.  I  have  no  further  knowledge  of  the  matters  contained  in  the  third  specifica¬ 
tion. 

The  4th  specification  being  read  by  the  Chairman,  the  witness  answered  as  follows  : 

Witness.  After  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  the  election  of  State  Printers,  John  H. 
Dimock  and  myself  entered  into  an  agreement,  stipulating  that  he,  in  the  event  of  his 
election  as  State  Printer,  by  the  aid  of  the  votes  of  my  political  friends,  would  pay  to 
me  fifteen  hundred  dollars  for  the  benefit  of  my  press,  the  Pa.  Intelligencer.  That  is  all 
I  know  of  the  matters  contained  in  this  specification.  The  agreement  was  in  writing, 
and  there  were  duplicates  of  the  same.  That  agreement  has  since  been  destroyed. 
Mr.  Dimock  called  upon  me  immediately  after  the  election  of  State  Printers,  and  I 
handed  the  agreement  to  him,  and  it  was  destroyed  in  my  presence.  I  mean  the  copy 
left  in  my  possession  was  destroyed.  I  have  no  knowlege  of  what  Mi'.  Dimock  done 
Avith  his  copy. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  Have  you  recognized  any  subsisting  arrangement,  by  which 
Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  or  either  of  his  partners,  is  to  pay  to  you  or  any  other  person  for 
you,  any  sum  of  money,  or  afford  you  any  advantage  in  the  event  of  the  election  of 
Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  being  ratified. 
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A.  In  reply  to  that  enquiry,  I  have  expressed  myself  fully  satisfied  with  the  arrange¬ 
ments  entered  into  by  Mr.  Sedgwick,  as  communicated  to  me  by  him. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  communicate  to  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  or  either  of  his  partners, 
the  terms  of  the  arrangement  as  communicated  to  you  by  Mr.  Sedgwick  ? 

A.  I  did  not,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

Q.  By  same.  Is  the  arrangement  referred  to  reduced  to  writing? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  on  the  subject.  I  never  seen  any  writing. 

Q.  By  same.  In  what  capacity  did  Mr.  Sedgwick  act  in  making  this  negotiation? 

A.  He  acted  originally  witliout  communicating  with  me — as  a  friend. 

Q.  By  same.  \Vhat  sum  of  money  do  you  expect  to  receive  in  the  event  of  the  rati¬ 
fication  of  the  election  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  ? 

A.  Three  thousand  dollars.  I  have  been  so  informed. 

(I  B  y  same.  In  consideration  of  what  do  you  expect  to  receive  three  thousand  dol¬ 
lars  ? 

A.  I  understood  it  was  in  consideration  of  the  aid  of  votes  of  my  political  friends. 
In  connexion  with  that  answer,  it  may  be  proper  for  me  to  say,  that  I  never,  in  any 
manner,  attempted  to  influence  unduly  any  member  or  members  of  the  Legislature,  to 
vote  for  Mr.  M’Kinley  as  State  Printer,  nor  do  I  know  of  any  other  person  having 
done  so. 

Q.  By  same.  If  you  expect  to  receive  the  sum  of  three  thousand  dollars,  in  the 
event  of  the  confirmation  of  the  election  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  how  does  it  happen 
that  you  never  conversed  with  Mr.  M’Kinley  on  that  subject? 

A.  I  have  stated  the  fact  that  I  never  did  converse  with  him  on  that  subject.  Saw 
no  papers  on  the  subject,  but  left  the  matter  wholly  to  the  management  of  Mr.  Sedg¬ 
wick  himself. 

Q.  By  same.  Are  you  on  intimate  terms  with  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley? 

A.  Yes,  sir,  I  am. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  not  avoid  speaking  to  Mr.  M’Kinley  on  this  subject,  lest  you 
might  be  called  on  to  testify  ? 

A.  I  did  not  act  from  any  such  apprehensions. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  from  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  or  any  other  member  of  the 
firm,  having  any  arrangement  with  any  other  person  but  himself  in  relation  to  the  public 
printing  ? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  such  other  arrangements. 

Q.  By  Mr.  M’Fadden.  Did  your  friends  pretty  generally  support  Mr.  M’Kinley 
for  State  Printer.^ 

A.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  M’Kinley  received  a  very  large  support  from  my  political  friends, 
If  I  mistake  not,  Mr.  Sullivan  himself  voted  for  Mr.  M’Kinley. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Roumfort.  When  you  made  the  arrangement  with  John  H.  Dimock, 
what  reason  had  you  to  believe  he  could  be  elected 

A.  During  the  pendency  of  the  election  for  State  Printer,  Mr.  Dimock  informed  me 
that  I  might  consult  freely  with  J.  Porter  Brawley,  then  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  from  Crawford  county.  Mr.  Brawley  and  I,  accordingly,  in  our  cas¬ 
ual  meetings  at  the  capitol,  spoke  frequently  upon  this  subject;  and  he  told  me,  upon 
more  than  one  occasion — 

[Here  Mr.  Sterigere  objected  to  witness  stating  any  thing  in  the  nature  of  hear-say 
testimony,  [j 

And  on  the  question, 

Shall  the  testimony  be  received? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Sherwood,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz : 

Yeas — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Penniman,  Sullivan  and  Sherwood — 4. 

Nays — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  Roumfort,  Sterigere,  and  Champrieys,  Chair¬ 
man — 5. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 
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Witness.  I  have  no  further  knowledge  on  this  subject.  The  agreement  with  Mr. 
Dimock  was  first  in  date.  My  press  and  materials  were  not  a  part  of  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  83,000.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  this  arrangement  extending  to  the  German 
printing.  I  had  no  arrangements  with  any  other  person  or  persons,  who  were  candi¬ 
dates  before  the  Legislature  for  the  office  of  State  Printer.  I  may  state,  however,  that 
I  had  an  application  from  another  source,  of  that  character.  It  was  from  Mr.  Best  of 
the  Argus.  Mr.  Best  made  no  definite  proposition  to  me. 

[Here  Mr.  Sullivan  objected  to  the  admission  of  this  testimony.] 

And  on  the  question, 

Shall  the  testimony  be  received  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Champneys,  and  were 
as  follow,  viz; 

Yeas — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  M’Fadden,  Penhiman,  Roumfort,  Sullivan,  Steri- 
gere  and  Sherwood — 8. 

Nay — Mr.  Champneys,  Chairman — 1. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Witness.  He  desired  me,  however,  to  agree  to  enter  into  an  arrangement  with  him, 
and  to  use  my  influence  to  procure  the  votes  of  whig  members  of  the  Legislature,  to 
vote  for  him  as  State  Printer.  He  stated  to  me,  as  an  inducement  to  accept  his  propo¬ 
sition,  that  Governor  Porter  was  favorable  to  his  election,  and  would  use  his  influence 
to  eflect  it.  At  our  first  interview,  I  declined  giving  him  a  definite  answer,  stating  that 
I  would  answer  him  definitely  on  the  following  morning.  On  the  next  morning 
I  declined  entering  into  any  negotiations  on  the  subject.  It  Avas  subsequent  to  my 
arrangement  whth  John  H.  Dimock.  It  was  before  the  arrangement  between  Mr. 
M’Kinley  and  Mr.  Sedgwick.  That  latter  arrangement,  I  had  no  information  or 
knowledge  'of  until  the  day  on  which  Mr.  M'Kinley  w  as  elected.  Mr.  Best  is  the 
editor  of  the  Argus  of  this  place.  I  mean  Valentine  Best.  I  never  used  any  undue 
influence  with  members  of  the  Legislature  to  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock,  or  any  other  per¬ 
son.  I  may  have  simply  solicited  members  to  vote  for  Mr.  Diniock — I  think  not  for 
Mr.  M’Kinley  at  all.  I  cannot  say.  with  any  degree  of  certainty,  Avhat  Avhig  mem¬ 
bers  I  solicited  to  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock.  Among  the  number,  I  recollect,  w'ere  Mr. 
Robinson  of  Erie,  iMr.  M’Daniel  of  Washington,  Mr.  E.  Joy  Alorris  of  Philadelphia. 
Mr.  Musser  of  Somerset,  iMr.  Kennedy  of  Cumberland,  Mr.  Blair  of  Huntingdon,  and 
numerous  others,  whose  names  I  cannot  recollect. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Had  you  any  conversation  whth  any  democratic  members  of  the 
Legislature  relative  to  your  agreement  with  iMr.  Dimock? 

A.  I  spoke  with  Mr.  Brawley  on  that  subject. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  Mr.  Brawley  use  any  arguments  in  order  to  induce  you  to  exer¬ 
cise  your  influence,  and  what  were  they  ? 

[Here  the  question  Avas  objected  to  by  Mr.  Sterigere.] 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  question  be  put  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  Avere  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Champneys,  and  were  as 
folloAv,  viz  ; 

Yeas — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  M’Fadden,  Penniman,  Roumfort,  Sullivan  and 
SherAvood — 7. 

Nays — Messrs.  Sterigere  and  Champneys,  Chairman — 2. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

A.  Mr.  BraAvley  told  me,  upon  more  than  one  occasion,  that  he  had  frequently  con¬ 
ferred  Avith  Governor  Porter  on  the  subject  of  the  State  printing — that  the  Governor 
was  Mr.  Dimock’s  friend,  and  anxiously  desired  his  election.  That  he  was  doing  all 
in  his  power  to  effect  it 
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Q.  By  same.  Did  Mr.  Brawley  always  speak  as  though  he  Avere  authorized  by  the 
Govenior  ? 

A.  Mr.  Brawley  spoke  as  though  he  had  frequent  conversations  with  the  Governor, 
and  that  he,  the  Governor,  Avas  privy  to  all  existing  arrangements,  and  that  he  heartily 
approved  of  them. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  Mr.  BraAvley  hold  out  the  hope  or  prospect  or  any  advantage  to 
your  press,  or  any  advantage  personal  to  yourself,  if  you  Avould  exert  yourself,  and  if 
so,  Avhat  ? 

A.  Nothing  more  than  what  Avas  to  accrue  agreeably  to  the  arrangement  between 
Mr.  Dimock  and  myself. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  John  P.  Anderson  call  upon  you  to  make  any  arrangement,  and 
if  so,  Avhat  ? 

[Here  Mr.  Sterigere  objected  to  the  question.] 

And  on  the  question, 

Shall  the  interrogatory  be  put  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  Avere  required  by  Messrs.  Sterigere  and  Champneys,  and  Avere 
as  follow,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  M’Fadden,  Penniman,  Roumfort,  Sullivan  and 
Sherwood — 7. 

Nays — Messrs.  Sterigere  and  Champneys,  Chairman — 2. 

So  it  Avas  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

A.  Mr.  Anderson  called  upon  me  to  receive  my  answer  to  the  proposition  of  Mr. 
Begt,  made  to  me — as  Mr.  Best’s  agent,  I  presume. 

Q.  By  same.  What  office  Avas  at  that  time  held  by  Mr.  Anderson  ? 

A.  He  was  clerk  to  the  Canal  Commissioners. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  knoAV  Avhether  he  was  at  that  time  in  the  confidence  of  the 
Governor,  and  in  the  habit  of  being  employed  in  little  delicate  commissions  of  that 
kind  ? 

A.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  that  fact,  further  than  the  common  rumour  attributed  to 
him. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  knoAv  Avhether  Anderson  and  Best  were  partners? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Examination  of  Mr.  M’Curdy  closed. 

Mr.  M’Fadden  moved  that  Gen.  Simon  Cameron  be  called  to  the  stand. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Cameron  being  called,  appeared,  and  was  sworn. 

The  3d  specification  being  read  by  the  Chairman,  the  witness  answered  as  follows  : 

Witness.  I  think  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  thing  in  regard  to  these  questions.  I 
must  reply  to  all  these  matters  in  the  negative. 

The  4th  specification  being  read,  the  Avitness  answered  as  follows  : 

Witness.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  anything  contained  in  this  specification. 

Ques.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  State  any  knowledge  you  have,  of  any  arrangements 
made  by  any  person,  tending  to  secure  the  election  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley. 

Ans.  I  Avas  not  at  Harrisburg  during  the  pendency  of  the  election  of  I.  G.  M’Kinley. 
While  Mr.  Bratton  was  the  candidate  of  the  democratic  party,  which  lasted  several 
days,  I  was  at  Harrisburg  the  greater  part  of  the  time,  and  felt  some  interest  in  the 
election.  During  last  summer  some  time,  I  got  in  my  possession  some  papers,  which 
probably  have  some  connexion  with  the  election  of  State  Printer.  I  met  Mr.  Sedg¬ 
wick,  who  asked  me  to  take  charge  of  them,  and  after  hesitating  some  time,  I  con¬ 
sented  to  do  so.  They  were  sealed  up  and  put  in  the  vault  of  the  Bank  of  Middletown. 
In  the  autumn,  I  received  another  package  from  Mr.  M’Kinley,  which  I  also  sealed  up 
along  with  the  others,  and  put  them  in  the  same  place.  One  of  them  I  sealed  in  the 
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presence  of  Mr.  M’Kinley  and  Mr.  Sedgwick,  the  other  I  sealed  up  myself.  The  first 
package,  I  believe,  contained  six  notes  of  five  hundred  dollars  each ;  and  the  second, 
five  of  the  same  amount  each.  I  think  the  first  were  payable  to  Mr.  Sedgwick,  and 
the  second  to  Theopliilus  Fenn.  I  have  them  endorsed  as  the  property  of  Mr.  Sedg¬ 
wick  and  Mr.  Fenn.  I  do  not  remember  what  was  said  at  the  time.  I  understood 
they  were  to  be  paid  to  the  whig  and  antimasonic  printers,  for  their  influence  in  the 
event  of  the  confirmation  of  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley.  I  do  not  remember  the 
dates.  The  first  package  I  opened — the  second,  I  did  not.  They  are  yet  in  the  vaults 
of  the  Bank  of  Middletown.  I  was  served  with  a  subpoena,  but  I  do  not  recollect  whe¬ 
ther  it  was  a  subpoena  duces  tecum  or  not.  After  Mr.  M’Kinley’s  election  was  ratified, 
my  understanding  was,  they  were  to  be  given  up  to  Mr.  Sedgwick  and  jMr.  Fenn.  I 
do  not  remember  that  the  parties  told  me  what  was  the  consideration  of  the  notes,  but 
I  felt  very  well  satisfied  in  my  own  mind  what  the  consideration  was.  I  think  one  of 
the  packages  was  handed  to  me  in  July,  the  other  in  September.  I  know  of  no 
arrangements  having  been  entered  into  in  regard  to  the  German  printing. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  State  if  you  had  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  in  relation  to 
the  State  printing  ? 

A.  None  in  relation  to  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley.  The  Governor  sent  for  me  to 
come  to  his  house,  while  the  election  of  Mr.  Bratton  was  pending.  I  called  upon  him, 
and  in  our  interview,  he  urged  me  to  aid  in  the  defeat  of  Mr.  Bratton’s  election,  which 
I  refused.  The  principal  argument  he  used  was,  that  Mr.  Patterson  was  an  enemy  of 
mine  ;  to  which  I  replied,  that  it  was  best  not  to  bear  spite,  and  that  it  was  the  interest 
of  the  democratic  party  to  have  but  one  press  at  the  seat  of  government,  instead  of  three. 
I  might  also  have  said  that  Mr.  Dimock  was  an  enemy  of  his,  and  had  abused  him. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  recollect  of  any  inducement  held  out  to  you  by  the  Governor, 
at  that  time,  other  than  the  gratification  of  revenge  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sterigere.  From  whom  did  you  receive  these  invitations  to  visit  the 
Governor  ? 

A.  I  think  it  was  from  John  P.  Anderson.  It  was  before  the  election  was  decided. 
I  think  it  was  the  night  previous  to  the  day  on  which  the  election  was  held.  I  do  not 
know  whether  these  packages  contained  any  other  papers  except  the  notes.  I  have 
not  said  how  they  were  signed.  Those  I  looked  at  were,  I  think,  signed  by  Isaac 
G.  M’Kinley,  or  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  &  Company.  I  think  I  know  Mr.  M’Kinley’s 
hand  writing.  Upon  reflection,  I  think  they  were  signed  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  dates  of  these  notes  are  anterior  or  subsequent  to  the  election 
of  State  Printer.  My  recollection  is  not  to  be  relied  upon  with  regard  to  the  sio-nature 
of  those  notes. 

Mr.  Sullivan  moved  to  suspend  the  examination  of  Mr.  Cameron,  for  the  present. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Dunlap  moved,  that  when  the  committee  adjourns,  it  will  adjourn  until  to-mor¬ 
row  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 

Mr.  Roumfort  moved  to  amend,  by  inserting  “every  afternoon  at  3  o’clock,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  committee.” 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

And  on  motion, 

Committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  3  P,  M. 
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Supreme  Court  Room, 

Tuesday^  January  23,  1844. 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — On  the  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Champneys,  Hughes,  Penniman,  Sul¬ 
livan,  Sherwood  and  Sterigere :  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Evans,  Roumfort  and  Dunlap 
on  the  part  of  House  of  Representatives. 

Committee  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  application  made  last  evening  by  Mr. 
M’Kinley,  for  subpoenas  to  sundry  witnesses  on  part  of  the  defence. 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  application  be  granted? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made,  that  subpoenas  do  not  issue  to  members  of  the  present 
Legislature,  but  that  they  be  requested  by  letter  to  attend. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  no  subpoenas  issue  to  witnesses  residing  beyond  the  limits  of  Dauphin  county, 
until  the  witnesses  now  subpoenaed  be  examined. 

And  on  the  question. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Roumfort  and  Evans,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Penniman,  Sherwood  and  Sullivan — 3. 

Nays — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  Hughes,  Roumfort,  and  Champneys,  Chair¬ 
man — 5. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  subpmnas  issue  as  requested  ? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan, 

The  examination  of  General  Cameron  was  resumed. 

Gen.  Simon  Cameron  recalled. 

Ques.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  State  to  the  committee  whether  you  brought  with  you  the 
papers  and  documents  deposited  with  you  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  Theophilus  Fenn, 
and  P.  C.  Sedgwick? 

Ans.  I  was  not  at  home  to-day,  sir.  It  was  snowing,  and  as  I  did  not  feel  well,  I 
concluded  not  to  go. 

Q.  By  same.  You  stated  last  evening  that  you  wished  for  time  to  consider  whether 
you  would  produce  them  or  not  ?  ■ 

A.  I  have  determined  in  my  own  mind  to  bring  them  here,  sealed,  and  exhibit  the  * 
package  as  it  is  to  the  committee.  The  question  about  opening  the  package  and  break-  \ 
ing  the  seals  is  to  be  decided  hereafter. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Hughes.  Do  you  know  from  any  conversation  you  have  had  with  any  » 
members  of  the  Legislature  of  1843,  whether  they  had  any  knowledge  of  the  existence 
of  the  notes  and  papers  described  in  your  testimony  of  yesterday,  or  the  existence  of 
papers  of  similar  character,  at  the  time  they  voted  for  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  as  State 
Printer  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 
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A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  the  examination  of  Gen.  Cameron  be  suspended  for  the  present,  and  that  P. 
C.  Sedgwick  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

P.  C.  Sedgwick,  Esq.,  being  called,  he  appeared  and  was  sworn. 

Tlie  third  specification  being  read  by  Chairman,  the  witness  answered  as  follows  : 

Mhtness.  I  must  reply  to  this  specification  in  the  negative. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  <fcc. 

Witness.  I  must  also  reply  to  this  specification  in  the  negative.  The  contract 
alluded  to  yesterday  by  Mr.  M'Curdy,  between  himself  and  Mr.  Dimock,  was  made 
during  the  pendency  of  the  bill  providing  by  law  for  the  election  of  State  Printer,  and 
I  think  the  articles  of  agneement  were  at  that  time  signed.  "While  the  election  of  State 
Printer  was  pending,  and  -when  Mr.  Bratton  was  the  candidate  of  the  loco-foco  party, 
an  honorable  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  came  to  me,  and  said  that  it 
was  with  considerable  reluctance — 

[Here  Mr.  Sterigere  objected  to  anything  of  a  hear-say  character.] 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  witness  proceed  ? 

It  was  agreed  to. 

That  he  and  his  friends  could  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock,  though  he  would  still  do  so,  if  it 
would  promote  the  interests  of  the  whig  press  in  Harrisburg ;  as  he  said  he  felt  bound 
on  that  question  to  vote  to  sustain  the  interests  of  his  party.  He  suggested  to  me, 
however,  that  some  terms  or  arrangements  should  be  made  with  Mr.  Bratton,  to  relieve 
him  and  his  friends  from  the  unpleasant  necessity  of  voting  for  tlie  candidate  of  the 
Governor,  and  asked  me  if  such  arrangements  could  be  easily  made.  I  told  him  in 
reply,  that  there  could  be  no  difticulty  on  that  point ;  that  offers  had  been  made  in  all 
directions,  and  I  had  no  doubt,  but  that  an  arrangfeinent  might  at  once  be  made  with 
Mr.  Bratton,  much  more  advantageous  than  the  one  already  made  with  Mr.  Dimock. 
I  told  him,  however,  that  I  thought  the  interests  of  the  whig  party  would  be  more 
advanced  by  the  election  of  Mr.  Disnock,  as  it  might  produce  an  important  split  in  the 
loco-foco  party  ;  that  Gov.  Porter,  from  what  I  could  judge  from  his  public  career, 
would  stand  to  the  last  by  his  friends,  and  that  the  other  section  of  the  party  had  already 
drawn  their  swords  upon  the  Governor.  This  gentleman  admitted  the  force  of  this 
reasoning — 

[Here  a  member  of  the  committee  desired  witness  to  name  the  gentleman  referred  to.] 
Objection  being  made  ; 

On  the  question. 

Shall  the  gentleman  be  named  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  rvere  required  by  Messrs.  Roumfort  and  Evans,  and  are  as  fol¬ 
low,  viz : 

A'eas — ^lessrs.  Evans,  Hughes,  iM’Fadden,  Penniman,  Roumfort,  Sullivan,  Steri¬ 
gere,  Sherwood,  and  Champneys,  Chairman — 9. 

Nay — iMr.  Dunlap — 1. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

M'itness.  The  name  of  the  member  of  the  Legislature,  was  the  Hon.  E.  Joy  [Mor¬ 
ris,  now  a  member  of  Congress  from  the  county  of  Philadelphia.  I  repeat  he  admit¬ 
ted  the  force  of  this  reasoning,  but  said  there  would  be  a  clamor  raised,  by  their  still 
continuing  to  support  Mr.  Dimock,  the  candidate  of  the  Governor.  I  then  replied  that 
I  would  attend  to  his  suggestion.  I  went  across  the  Hall  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tati%'es,  where  Mr.  Bratton  was  standing,  and  spoke  to  him.  I  asked  him  if  an  arrange¬ 
ment  could  not  be  made  bv  which  the  whigs  could  vote  for  him,  and  thus  sustain  the 
interest  of  their  press.  He  said  he  did  not  know,  perhaps  there  might,  but  he  thought 
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the  wliigs  would  eventually  vote  for  him  at  any  rate.  I  told  him  they  would  not — 
they  would  stand  by  Mr.  Dimock.  He  thought  that  was  queer,  and  asked  me  if  there 
was  any  contract  made  with  Mr.  Dimock  ?  I  told  him  I  thought  a  man  with  half  an  eye 
could  see  there  was  something  of  that  kind.  He  asked  me  how  much  Mr.  Dimock 
was  to  give  us.  I  made  no  reply,  but  asked  him  how  much  he  would  give  in  case  he 
could  be  elected.  He  said  he  had  made  up  his  mind  to  be  elected  if  it  was  possible — 
that  the  Governor  should  not  easily  triumph  over  him,  and  he  asked  me  how  much 
the  Intelligencer  newspaper  wanted  ?  I  told  him  the  paper  ought  to  have  $1000  a  year, 
or  the  sum  of  $3000.  He  said  that  was  too  much,  that  he  could  not  clear  it  under  the 
bill,  and  again  asked  me  what  Mr.  Dimock  was  to  give  ?  I  felt  very  indifferent  about  it 
for  the  moment  and  was  passing  away.  He  said  he  was  determined  to  be  elected,  and 
would  accede  to  the  proposition  I  had  made.  I  proceeded  to  my  table  where  I  report, 
and  drew  a  little  note  of  about  three  lines  pledging  him  to  those  terms,  and  folded  it  up 
and  put  it  in  my  pocket.  I  then  informed  Mr.  Morris,  and  I  presume  other  gentlemen, 
that  they  could  vote  for  Mr.  Bratton  as  well  as  for  Mr.  Dimock,  and  as  much  promote 
the  object  they  had  in  view.  When  Mr.  Bratton  was  dropped,  and  Mr.  M’Kinley  be¬ 
came  the  candidate  of  that  party,  I  asked  him  if  he  acknowledged  the  same  terms  I  had 
with  Mr.  Bratton  ?  He  asked  me  what  they  were,  and  I  informed  him.  He  said  he 
sup])Osed  he  should  have  to  do  it — that  he  was  in  a  tight  place,  &c.  This  I  think  to 
have  been  on  the  morning  on  which  the  election  took  place.  Immediately  before,  or 
after  the  election,  (I  don’t  recollect  which,)  I  saw  Mr.  M’Kinley  in  the  Senate  Chamber. 

I  took  out  my  pencil  and  a  little  slip  of  paper,  and  he  wrote  under  it  “  I  accede  to  this 
proposition.”  I  had  not  at  any  time  five  minutes  conversation  with  Mr.  M’Kinley  on 
this  subject  before  his  election.  My  instinct  told  me  that  he  would  rather  avoid  me  in 
the  Halls  of  either  House,  and  in  the  presence  of  his  democratic  friends  ;  and  he  did 
so  avoid  me.  And  to  my  recollection,  we  had  no  more  conversation  on  the  subject, 
until  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  came  out,  which  was  probably  some  time  in 
May — about  the  time  the  Supreme  Court  was  in  session.  I  then  suggested  to  Mr. 
M’Kinley  that  this  matter  should  be  settled,  or  fixed  in  some  manner.  He  said  he 
was  willing  to  do  it  in  any  maimer  I  would  name.  That  he  would  stand  fully  and 
honorably  to  the  terms  of  his  contract,  but  that  he  could  not  give  over  any  obligations 
at  that  time,  as  from  the  course  of  the  Governor,  he  considered  his  contract  under 
the  election  in  danger.  I  saw  the  difficulty  of  the  case,  and  let  the  matter  rest,  until,  I 
think,  the  15th  of  July.  I  then  suggested  to  him  the  plan  as  indicated  in  Gen.  Came¬ 
ron’s  testimony  of  yesterday.  That  he  should  sign  sets  of  notes,  payable  on  time,  to 
be  deposited  in  the  hands  of  some  gentleman,  in  whom  we  both  might  have  confidence  ; 
to  be  delivered  over  when  all  the  impediments  in  the  way  of  his  getting  the  public 
printing  should  be  removed.  He  acceded  to  this,  and  we  agreed  to  deposit  the  notes 
in  the  hands  of  Gen.  Cameron — he  being  a  gentleman  in  whom  we  both  had  confi¬ 
dence.  A  few  days  afterwards,  I  saw  Gen.  Cameron  in  town,  and  mentioned  this 
matter  to  him.  Gen.  Cameron  expressed  reluctance  to  take  charge  of  our  papers,  and 
have  any  responsibility  placed  on  him  in  the  matter.  I  told  him  that  Mr.  BI’Kinley 
and  myself  might  not  readily  agree  upon  any  other  person  in  whose  hands  we  would  • 
both  be  willing  to  confide  the  notes.  Gen.  Cameron  said  he  was  going  home  that  day,  j 
but  would  be  back  in  a  few  days — and  that  he  would  consider  upon  the  subject  while  i 
he  was  gone.  A  few  days  afterwards,  I  saw  him  again  in  town,  and  Mr.  M’Kinley 
and  myself  called  upon  him.  The  notes  had  been  signed,  and  Gen.  Cameron  agreed 
to  take  them,  and  place  them  in  the  vaults  of  the  Middletown  Bank.  They  were  put 
up  in  packages  and  sealed,  as  stated  by  Gen.  Cameron  in  his  testimony  on  yesterday. 
And  that,  I  believe,  is  all  I  know  in  relation  to  this  subject.  These  notes  were  to  be 
given  to  me  by  Gen.  Cameron,  when  Mr.  M’Kinley  would  receive  the  State  printing 
according  to  his  election. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  certain  notes  of  the  same  descrip¬ 
tion  of  these,  you  were  to  receive  from  Mr.  M’Kinley,  having  been  given  to  any  other 
person  ? 

A.  I  have  not,  sir. 

/  A 
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Q.  By  same.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Theophilus  Fenn  on  this  subject, 
and  if  so,  what  he  said  in  relation  to  having  received  notes  of  a  similar  description  to 
those  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley.P 
[Question  objected  to.J 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  witness  answer? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Sullivan  and  Roumfort,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz : 

Yeas — Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Penniman,  Sullivan  and  Sherwood — 4. 

Nays — Messrs.  Dunlap,  Evans,  Hughes,  Roumfort,  Sterigere,  and  Champneys, 
Chairman — 6. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative.  . 

Q.  By  same.  What  was  the  consideration  of  the  notes  you  were  to  receive  ? 

A.  The  consideration  was  not  expressed  in  the  notes — they  were  common  negoti  ¬ 
able  notes. 

Q.  By  same.  What  was  the  consideration  for  which  those  notes  were  given? 

A.  That  question  is  fully  answered  by  my  deposition. 

Q.  By  same.  Was  there  any  understanding  at  the  time  these  notes  were  executed, 
that  the  Intelligencer  press  should  take  active  grounds  to  prepare  public  opinion  to  ratify 
the  election  r 

A.  There  was  not,  sir.  I  did  not  contemplate,  at  that  time,  that  there  would  be 
any  difficulty  whatever  of  Mr.  M’Kinley  receiving  his  confirmation  by  this  Legislature, 
in  pursuance  of  his  election  in  April  last. 

Q.  By  same.  Were  those  notes  signed  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  or  Isaac  G.  M’Kin¬ 
ley  <fe  Co. 

A.  I  think  they  were  signed  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  individually. 

Q.  By  Mr.  M’Fadden.  Did  these  arrangements  extend  to  the  German  printing? 

A.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  any  other  person  connected  with  the  press, 
than  Mr.  Bratton  and  Mr.  M’Kiidey,  as  I  have  detailed  in  my  testimony,  until  this 
present  Legislature  commenced  its  session. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Hughes.  Did  you  communicate  to  E.  Joy  Morris,  or  to  any  other 
whig  member,  and  what  other  whig  member  of  the  last  Legislature,  the  arrangement 
you  had  entered  into  with  Mr.  Bratton,  prior  to  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley. 

A.  I  do  not  think  that  I  ever  communicated  the  particulars  of  this  arrangement  to 
Mr.  Morris,  and  do  not  think  that  I  communicated  it  to  any  other  member  of  the  I.e- 
gislature — it  was  not  necessary,  because  the  current  was  running  towards  Mr.  M’Kin¬ 
ley — but  I  did  inform  Mr.  Morris,  and  other  members  of  the  Legislature,  that  it  would 
be  quite  as  satisfactory  to  Mr.  M’Curdy  if  Mr.  Bratton  or  Mr.  M’Kinley  was  elected. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  those  members  of  the  Legislature  understand  why  it  would  be 
satisfactory  to  Mr.  M’Curdy,  if  Mr.  Bratton  nr  Mr.  M’Kinley  was  elected? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  spoke  to  any  member  of  the  Legislature  but  such  as  I  con¬ 
sidered  of  good  understanding,  and  such  an  one  would  have  no  difficultj-  in  the  case. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  those  members  of  the  Legislature  to  whom  you  spoke,  under¬ 
stand,  that  in  the  event  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Bratton  or  Mr.  M’Kinley,  that  Mr. 
M’Curdy  was  to  receive  money  or  other  benefits  from  the  persons  elected? 

A.  I  believe  they  expected  that  such  would  be  the  case. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  money  or  other  benefits  to  be  received  by 
Mr.  M’Curdy,  or  other  whig  editors  of  newspapers,  was  the  sole  inducement  for  these 
members,  to  whom  you  have  alluded,  to  vote  for  Isaac  G,  M’Kinley? 

A.  I  do  not  believe  that  this  was  the  sole  inducement  for  their  so  voting.  On  the 
contrary,  as  I  have  expressed  before,  they  were  rather  anxious  to  vote  for  an  opponent 
of  the  Governor’s,  than  to  vote  for  one  whom  they  supposed  to  be  his  particular 
friend.  But  at  the  same  time,  I  believe  the  whig  members  of  that  Legislature,  were 
anxious  to  sustain  their  friends,  and  those  who  devoted  themselves  to  the  propagation 
of  whig  principles. 
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Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  whether  any  whig  members  of  the  last  Legislature  had 
entered  into  any  arrangement  to  vote  for  John  H.  Dimock,  and  if  so,  what  was  that 
arrangement } 

A.  I  do  know  that  there  were  several  individuals,  members  of  the  whig  party,  who 
liad  entered  into  an  arrangement  to  vote  for  John  H.  Dimock.  This  arrangement  was 
entered  into  by  word  of  mouth,  in  Mr.  Dimock’s  room.  To  enable  these  individuals 
to  satisfy  the  party  generally,  tiiey  obtained  from  Mr.  Dimock  a  pledge.  I  would  not 
pretend  to  swear  to  all  the  particulars  in  that  pledge.  I  believe  it  (the  pledge)  to  be 
yet  in  existence.  Tlie  pledge  was  general  in  terms,  that  he  wmuld  not  sustain  Gov. 
Porter,  right  or  wrong  ;  and  at  the  time  of  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Morris,  I  referred 
to  this  pledge. 

Q.  By  same.  Was  it  any  part  of  the  arrangement  with  John  II.  Dimock,  that  Mr. 
M’Curdy  was  to  receive  any  sum  of  money,  or  other  benefits  in  the  event  of  his  elec¬ 
tion,  and  if  so,  wdiat  w'as  that  sum  of  money,  or  other  benefit 

A,  It  w"as  no  part  of  this  arrangement  to  wdiich  I  have  referred.  It  was  no  part  of  the 
arrangement  wdth  members  of  the  Legislature.  But  I  believe  those  members  of  the 
Legislature  knew',  that  Air.  M’Curdy  w'as  to  draw  from  the  proceeds  of  the  public 
printing,  if  obtained  by  Mr.  Dimock,  500  dollars  a  year,  or  1,500  dollars  for  the  three 
years. 

Q.  By  same.  Was  not  this  pledge  that  w'as  given  by  Air.  Dimock,  and  the  money 
or  proceeds  of  the  printing  to  be  received  by  Mr.  Al’Curdy,  from  Mr.  Dimock,  the 
sole  inducement  for  those  members  to  whom  you  have  referred,  to  enter  into  this  ar¬ 
rangement  to  vote  for  John  H.  Dimock 

A.  I  do  not  believe  they  w'ere.  But  Mr.  Dimock  had  sustained  in  the  Pennsylvania 
Reporter,  a  newspaper  w'hich  he  had  been  editing,  questions  of  a  local  nature,  which 
influenced  some  of  them,  and  he  had  tried  very  hard  to  tickle  the  ears  of  reformers,  as 
thev  w'ere  called,  last  session. 

(i.  By  Air.  Sterigere.  Do  you  recollect  the  contents  of  the  pledge  to  which  you 
have  referred,  and  if  so,  state  them 

A.  It  is  a  long  time  to  swear  to  the  contents  of  the  paper.  Air.  Dimock,  however, 
certilied  in  that  paper,  that  he  was  not  a  Porter  man,  and  that  the  charges  brought 
against  him,  of  his  being  a  particular  friend  of  the  Governor’s,  were  false,  and  he  be¬ 
lieved,  circulated  for  the  purpose  of  injuring  him  with  members  of  the  Legislature,  and 
to  defeat  his  election.  The  paper  w'as  made  about  the  time  of  the  voting.  It  was  after 
the  nomination  of  Mr.  Bratton.  I  do  not  know'  positively  in  w'hose  hands  the  paper 
is,  but  I  heard  Ivlr.  Kline,  of  the  Senate,  say  ,  the  other  day,  that  he  thought  he  had  it 
among  his  papers.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  contract,  except  by  witnessing  their  sig¬ 
natures  to  the  paper.  I  did  not  read  the  article.  I  asked  them  the  contents,  and  they 
stated  them  to  me.  I  communicated  this  arrangement  w'ith  Air.  Dimock — I  feel  satis¬ 
fied  I  communicated  it  to  a  large  number  of  the  whig  members  of  the  Legislature.  I 
could  not  state  the  names  of  the  members  particularh' — I  recollect  Air.  Morris,  of  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  and  Air.  AI’Daniels,  of  AVashington  county.  I  cannot  remember  any  others. 

I  do  not  think  I  had  any  conversation  with  any  other  person,  than  Air.  Morris,  but  I 
thiidv  I  mentioned  it  to  Air.  Brooke  ;  and  probably,  simply  mentioned  it  to  other  mem¬ 
bers,  that  the  interests  of  the  party  would  be  as  w'ell  subserved  by  voting  for  Air.  Brat¬ 
ton,  as  for  Mr.  Dimock  j  but  I  thought  it  w'ould  be  as  wmll  to  vote  for  Air.  Dimock.  I 
thought  it  w'ould  make  an  antagonist  press  to  these  three  papers,  (Reporter,  Gazette  and 
Keystone,)  and  which  w  ould  be  likely  to  throw'  among  them  the  bones  of  contention. 

I  will  state  also,  that  Air.  Dimock  roomed  but  a  few  paces  from  my  room,  and  I  was 
on  intimate  terms  with  him. 

Q.  .By  Mr.  Sterigere.  From  your  knowledge  of  the  sentiments  of  the  whig  mem¬ 
bers,  in  your  opinion,  would  they  generally  have  gone  upon  a  final  vote  for  Air,  Dimock 
or  Air.  Bratton,  in  the  absence  of  any  arrangement  you  have  mentioned  ? 

[Question  objected  to,  and  objection  sustained. 3 

Q.  By  Mr.  Penniman.  Do  you  know  whether  Air.  M’Daniels,  and  the  other  whigs 
who  voted  for  Isaac  G.  M’Kiidey,  knew  at  the  time,  that  in  the  event  of  Mr.  M’Kin- 


41 


ley’s  election,  that  Mr.  M’Curdy  was  to  receive  a  certain  portion  of  the  profits  arising 
from  the  office  of  State  Printer  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  M’Daniels  and  the  other  whigs  knew  it  positively  or 
not ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that  they  could  not  have  been  ignorant  of  it,  as  this  matter  was 
spoken  of  and  charged  upon  them  by  the  locofocos  for  several  days  anterior  to  the  elec¬ 
tion.  Some  of  them  I  know  stopped  their  ears,  when  this  matter  was  the  subject  of 
conversation,  and  said  they  did  not  want  to  hear  or  know  any  thing  about  it. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Roumfort.  At  tlie  time  John  H.  Dimock  wrote  the  paper  to  which  you 
alluded  in  your  evidence,  and  in  which  he  protested  he  was  not  a  friend  of  Governor 
Porter’s,  were  the  leading  friends  of  the  Governor  in  the  Legislature,  supporting  Mr. 
Dimock  or  opposing  him  ? 

A.  Those  members  who  were  supposed  to  be  the  most  ardent  friends  of  the  Gover¬ 
nor,  were  supporting  him. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  any  pledge  made  by  whig  members 
to  vote  for  John  H.  Dimock 

A.  I  have  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  How  long  was  the  arrangement  you  have  spoken  of  with  jMr. 
Dimock,  made  before  the  arragement  with  Mr.  M’Kinley  ? 

A.  That  appears  by  my  testimony.  The  arrangement  with  Mr.  Dimock,  was 
made  while  the  State  Printer  bill  was  pending  in  the  two  Houses  of  the  Legislature. — 
The  arrangement  with  Mr.  K’Kinley  was  made  immediately  before  the  election — I 
think  on  the  day  the  election  took  place.  There  may  have  been  four  or  six  weeks 
between  the  two  arrangements. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  not  Mr.  M’Kinley  recognize  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Bratton, 
in  the  Senate  Chamber,  immediately  after  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  after  or  before  or  during  the  time  of  election. — 
There  were  persons  in  the  Senate  Chamber,  but  very  few.  I  had  a  conversation  with 
Mr.  IM’Kinley  on  the  same  subject  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  as  I  stated  before 
in  the  other  part  of  my  testimony.  The  purport  of  the  paper  which  I  witnessed,  as  I 
understood,  stipulated  for  Mr.  Dimock  to  pay  to  3'Ir.  M’Curdy  $500  per  annum. 

On  motion. 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  when  the  committee  adjourns,  it  will  adjourn  to  meet  to-morrow  at  4  o’clock, 

P.  M. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

And  the  committee  adjourned  until  Wednesday  at  4  o’clock,  P.  M. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  > 
JVednesday,  January  24,  1844.  3 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present  On  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Champneys,  Hughes,  Sullivan,  Penniman 
and  Sherwood  ;  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Evans  and  Roumfort,  on 
part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dunlap, 

That  Theophilus  Fenn  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

AVhich  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Fenn  being  called,  d  d  not  answer. 
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A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  M’Fadden, 

That  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  be  requested  to  call  upon  Mr.  Fenn,  and  request  him  to 
attend. 

Which  Avas  agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  the  committee  proceed  to  the  examination  of  Mr.  E.  P.  Hughes. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hughes  being  called,  he  appeared,  was  sworn,  and  testified  as  follows : 

Third  specification  being  read  by  Chairman,  the  Avitness  ansAvered, 

Witness.  I  know  of  nothing,  sir,  in  reference  to  that  specification. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  I  hardly  knoAv  hoAV  to  ansAver  in  regard  to  that  specification.  Any 
knowledge  I  have,  is  not  from  the  Governor,  or  any  officer  of  the  government,  nor 
from  any  member  of  the  Legislature.  I  suppose  it  will  be  of  the  character  of  hear-say 
evidence.  If  the  committee  direct,  I  will  give  the  information. 

[The  committee  direct  the  information  to  be  given  as  to  the  names  of  persons.] 

Witness.  I  received  the  information  from  P.  C.  SedgAvick.  My  evidence  will  not 
differ  materially  from  Mr.  Sedgwick’s. 

On  motion,  the  Avitness  Avas  discharged. 

A  motion  Avas  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan,  i 

That  a  subpoena  issue  to  John  J.  Clyde,  returnable  forthwith. 

Mr.  Roumfort  moved  to  amend,  by  inserting,  “  that  Dr.  Seth  Salisbury  be  called  to 
the  stand  to  testify.” 

Which  Avas  not  agreed  to. 

And  the  question  recurring. 

Will  the  committee  agree  to  the  motion  ? 

It  Avas  agreed  to. 

A  motion  Avas  then  made  by  Mr.  Penniman, 

That  the  committee  proceed  to  the  examination  of  Dr.  Seth  Salisbury. 

Which  Avas  agreed  to. 

Dr.  Salisbury  called.  SAVorn  and  examined. 

Third  specification  being  read,  the  Avitness  ansAvered  as  follows  : 

Witness.  I  can  say  to  the  committee,  in  regard  to  each  and  all  of  these  interrogato¬ 
ries,  that  I  have  no  knowledge,  directly  or  indirectly. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  <fcc. 

Witness.  I  have  no  knowledge,  sir,  of  any  matters  contained  in  this  specification. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  in  relation  to 
this  State  printing,  and  if  so,  state  what  it  Avas? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  having  any  definite  conversation  Avith  the  Governor  on  that 
subject. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Roumfort.  Had  you  any  conA'ersation  Avith  any  members  of  the  last 
Legislature  on  this  subject? 

A.  I  had  conversations,  sir,  Avith  some  members  of  the  Legislature,  Avhile  the  election 
was  pending.  The  conversation  Avas  of  so  general  a  character,  that  I  do  not  noAV 
recollect  it.  I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Mercer,  and  Mr.  Karns,  of  Alle¬ 
gheny,  and  other  gentlemen.  Pending  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley,  perhaps  on  the 
Sabbath  prior  to  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley,  Mr.  Kerr  called  round  at  Prince’s 
hotel,  and  expressed  his  surprise  that  I  was  favoring  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley  to 
the  office  of  State  Printer.  He  said  if  Mr.  M'Kinley  Avas  elected,  he  Avould  certainly 
support  James  Buchanan  for  the  Presidency,  and  he  could  not  see  how  such  a  Johnson 
man  as  I  was,  could  go  for  such  a  man.  I  told  him  I  understood  that  Mr.  M’Kinley 
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would  not  put  the  name  of  any  individual  at  the  head  of  his  paper,  as  a  candidate  for 
the  Presidency.  He  remarked  in  reply,  that  I  was  mistaken — that  that  was  part  of  the 
contract — he  was  to  put  the  name  of  James  Buchanan  at  the  head  of  his  paper.  That 
is  the  sum  of  the  conversation  I  had  with  Mr.  Kerr.  I  mean  Samuel  Kerr,  of  Mercer. 
Tlie  conversation  with  Mr.  Karns  was  on  the  same  subject.  He  expressed  himself, 
perhaps,  more  warmly.  I  replied  to  Mr.  Karns,  that  I  always  understood  him  to  be  a 
very  warm  and  devoted  friend  of  Mr.  Buchanan  for  the  Presidency. 

On  motion,  the  witness  was  discharged. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dunlap, 

That  Theophilus  Fenn,  Esq. ,  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Fenn  being  called,  he  appeared,  was  sworn  and  examined. 

Third  specilication  being  read,  the  witness  answered: 

As  far  as  that  interrogatory  relates  to  members  of  the  last  Legislature,  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  any  sum  or  sums  of  money,  or  other  property,  being  paid,  or  offered  to 
be  pai(l,  to  any  member  of  the  last  Legislature. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  &c, 

Ans.  I  have  no  knowledge,  personally,  of  any  offer  made  by  Governor  Porter.  I 
had  no  conversation  with  him  on  that  subject.  I  am  not  in  his  secrets.  I  have  no 
further  answer  to  make  in  regard  to  this  specification.  Prior  to  the  election  of  State 
Printer,  last  spring,  there  was  a  good  deal  of  conversation  had  by  myself  amongst  my 
friends,  and  some  with  members  of  the  Legislature,  upon  that  subject.  In  consequence 
of  the  division  that  occurred  in  the  locofoco  party,  on  the  subject  of  the  National  and 
State  administrations,  several  of  my  friends  who  seemed  anxious  to  turn  that  division, 
if  they  could,  to  the  benefit  of  the  whig  and  anti-masonic  presses  in  this  place,  con¬ 
versed  and  consulted  with  me  on  the  subject.  There  were  several  propositions  enter¬ 
tained,  but  they  all  resulted  in  tins :  Tliat  I  agreed  to  leave  the  matter  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  my  friends  who  lived  in  Harrisburg,  as  far  as  I  was  concerned  ;  and  they 
agreed,  tliat  any  arrangement  that  was  entered  into  on  my  part,  should  be  entered  into 
by  Alexander  Ramsey,  now  a  member  of  Congress,  and  should  be  so  binding  on  me. 
After  this  I  was  told  by  Mr.  Ramsey,  that  in  case  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Bratton,  I 
should  receive  the  sum  of  three  thousand  dollars.  After  it  was  believed  by  them  that 
Mr.  Bratton  could  not  be  elected,  I  was  informed  by  Mr.  Ramsey,  that  a  similar 
arrangement  had  been  entered  into  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Dimock — that  in  case  of  his  elec¬ 
tion,  I  should  receive  three  thousand  dollars.  It  may  be  proper  to  say  here,  perhaps, 
that  at  the  time  they  had  given  up  the  idea  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Bratton,  and  when  I 
was  informed  that  I  could  receive  the  same  sum  from  Mr.  Dimock,  I  objected  to  it.  I 
said  that  I  had  no  confidence  in  Mr.  Dimock  at  all.  If  he  were  elected,  he  would  be 
a  mere  organ  of  the  Executive,  and  that  I  did  not  want  any  arrangement  on  that  side 
of  the  house,  or  with  that  fraction  of  the  party.  That  the  Governor  had  taken  one  con¬ 
tract  for  printing  out  of  my  hands,  to  my  injury,  and  I  knew  he  Avould  not  hesitate  to 
break  any  other  contract  in  which  I  was  concerned  or  interested,  that  I  would  make 
Avith  any  of  his  friends.  The  matter  rested  in  this  way  for  several  days  ;  I  refusing 
to  go  into  any  arrangement  with  Mr.  Dimock  ;  and  I  think  it  was  on  the  morning  of 
the  last  day  Mr.  Bratton  was  run  as  a  candidate,  Mr.  Ramsey,  and  others  of  my  friends, 
called  on  me  in  company,  and  told  me  that  Mr.  Dimock  would  certainly  be  elected  that 
day,  and  it  would  be  better  for  me  to  give  in,  or  else  I  would  get  nothing.  I  told  them 
they  might  do  as  they  pleased.  Mr.  Ramsey,  in  the  course  of  half  an  hour  afterwards, 
called  and  told  me  they  had  it  so  fixed  that  the  Governor  could  not  break  the  contract ; 
but  I  never  saw  the  contract  as  I  recollect  of.  After  Mr.  Bratton  ceased  to  be  a  candi¬ 
date,  and  the  friends  of  Mr.  Bratton  took  up  Mr.  M’Kinley  as  their  candidate,  (that 
was  after  the  stabbing  scrape,  I  believe,)  I  understood  that  an  arrangement  was  entered 
into,  by  which,  in  the  event  of  Mr.  M’Kinley’s  election  as  State  Printer,  I  should 
receive  two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars.  I  objected  to  taking  less  than  what  I  had 
been  offered  by  the  others  in  case  they  were  elected.  I  was  told  more  could  not  be 
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obtained,  and  thinking  the  advdce  of  iny  friends  best,  I  consented  to  receive  it  in  case  I 
could  get  it.  In  conformity  with  that  arrangement,  as  I  supposed,  some  time  last  sum¬ 
mer  I  was  consulted  on  the  subject  of  that  arrangement,  and  the  consultation  resulted 
in  agreeing  that  notes  of  Mr.  iM’Kinley,  to  the  amount  of  tt‘2,500,  should  be  deposited 
in  the  vault  ol  the  Middletown  Bank,  or  bo  deposited  in  the  hands  of  the  cashier,  and 
by  him  to  be  deposited  in  the  vault  of  the  bank,  to  await  the  result  of  that  election.  If 
die  election  ot  Mr.  IM'Kinley  was  conlirmed,  and  he  became  the  State  Printer,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  Act  of  Assembly,  tlie  notes  were  to  be  given  to  me  ;  if  not,  they  were  to  be 
given  to  Mr.  M’Kinley.  That  is  about  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  matter. 

1  have  some  lurther  knowledge  ot  things  that  transpired  at  that  time,  that  probably 
have  a  bearing  on  this  question.  I  recollect  some  gentlemen  called  upon  me  and  con¬ 
versed  wdth  me  on  the  subject,  prior  to  the  election  of  State  Printer,  who  I  always 
supposed  to  be  the  intimate  friends  of  the  Governor.  One  of  them  observed  to  me, 
that  he  was  authorized  to  make  propositions  by  tlie  Governor.  These  gentlemen 
represented  also,  that  if  my  political  friends  in  the  Legislature,  would  go  in  and  elect 
some  man  that  they  would  designate,  I  should  receii  e  one-half  of  the  profits  of  the 
State  printing — that  the  work  should  be  done  in  my  office,  and  that  I  should  have  the 
superintendence  of  it.  Others  said,  that  if  I  and  the  editor  of  the  Intelligencer  would 
go  together,  one-half  of  the  profits  or  proceeds  should  be  divided  between  the  offices. 
It  would  be  difficult  for  me  to  state  the  names  of  the  gentlemen.  One  of  the  gentle¬ 
men  who  stated  to  me  he  was  authorized  by  the  Governor  to  speak  to  me  on  the  sub¬ 
ject,  was  Henry  K.  Strong,  State  Lilnarian.  Other  gentlemen  spoke  to  me  on  the 
subject,  but  what  each  one  in  particular  said,  I  do  not  recollect.  Mr.  Strong  said  he 
was  authorized  by  the  Governor.  He  said  if  I  would  enter  into  certain  arrangements 
I  should  have  one-half  of  the  profits.  1  said  if  they  would  elect  Mr.  Best,  I  would 
go  in.  Some  of  them  said  they  did  not  think  he  could  be  elected,  because  lie  was 
tinctured  with  Tylerism,  and  the  loco-focos  would  not  support  him.  I  suppose  it 
might  lie  proper  for  me  to  mention  another  person  who  seemed  to  be  authorized  by  the 
Governor,  and  spoke  as  if  by  authority,  and  that  rvas  Dr.  John  \V.  Hammond.  He 
did  not  tell  me  he  was  authorized,  hut  he  seemed  to  talk  as  if  he  Avas.  I  recollect  one 
expression  he  made,  that  was  this  : — That  the  Governor  said  he  would  rather  sec  me 
elected  State  Printer,  than  the  Union  men;  and  I  thought  if  it  was  so,  there  was  a  great 
revolution  in  his  mind.  I  wish  to  say  a  word  in  regard  to  influencing  members  of  the 
Legislature  to  vote  for  Mr.  M’Kinley.  I  never  used  any  improper  influence  to  induce 
members  to  vote  for  Mr.  M’Kinley,  or  for  Mr.  Bratton.  I  might  have  solicited  my 
political  friends  in  both  Houses  to  vote  for  them.  I  took  the  ground,  w  hen  I  urged 
them  to  vote  for  these  men,  tliat  they  were  both  opposed  to  the  administration  of  Gov¬ 
ernor  Porter — 'I'hat  the  Governor,  wdelding,  as  he  did,  unscrupulous!}'  the  power  and 
patronage  of  his  office,  would  be  too  strong  for  the  branch  that  had  divided  off  fiom 
him — and  unless  they  could  obtain  the  public  patronage  in  this  way — and  as  that  pat¬ 
ronage  w’ould  fall  into  the  hands  of  that  party,  either  on  the  one  side  or  the  other — I 
believed  that  it  would  result  most  advantageously  to  the  whigs  by  giving  it  to  the  anti- 
Porter  side  of  the  party.  I  also  represented  to  them,  that  I  believed  it  wmuld  be  the 
means  of  paralyzing  the  efforts  of  the  party,  for  it  rvould  give  sinews  of  war  to  tlie  anti- 
Porter  side,  and  I  knew  the  Governor  would  die  in  the  last  ditch — that  is,  he  wmuld 
never  give  up  the  fight  as  long  as  he  remained  in  the  Executive  chair.  Some  of  my 
friends  in  the  Legislature,  seemed  to  be  desirous  that  my  interests  should  be  promoted 
by  what  they  did  ;  and  some  of  them  openly  said  to  me,  when  I  spoke  to  them  on  the 
subject,  that  they  would  not  vote  for  a  loco-foco  printer,  unless  I  w^as  to  be  benefited 
by  it — and  some  of  them  never  did.  I  do  not  think  I  could  now  name  the  persons 
who  made  these  suggestions.  To  some  of  them  I  said,  I  rvas  satisfied  with  my  in¬ 
terest  in  the  matter;  and  by  voting  for  the  candidate,  they  would  be  doing  me  a  personal 
favor.  I  recollect,  I  think,  that  Mr.  Kline  and  Mr.  Stewart,  of  the  Senate,  w'ere 
members  with  wdiom  I  conversed,  and  who  made  these  suggestions.  I  know  very  well 
I  gave  them  to  understand  I  had  some  interest  in  the  matter,  and  wished  them  to  vote 
for  Mr.  M’Kinley.  I  recollect,  also,  that  I  spoke  two  or  three  times  on  the  subject, 
with  Mr.  Sullivan.  He  always  expressed  the  kindest  feelings,  but  always  said,  until 
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the  iae;  dav  of  election,  that  he  shoold  stick  to  his  lowest  bidder  bilL  He  eTuTessed 
himself  vers'  well  satisfied  with  the  course  of  mv  paper  on  the  subject  of  reform. 
wh:c!i  he  had  introduce;!  :  and  was  desirons.  he  said-  of  proaotiaar  ov  interest  in.  any 

way  he  could. 

Oa  the  dav  on  which  Mr.  M'Kinley  was  dected.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  SiikTan  at  Lis 
seat  in  the  Senate,  and  asked  him  to  vote  for  Mr.  M'Kitrley.  He  seemed  desiroos  of 
knowioff  what  arrangeraents  had  been  made.  ii‘  any.  in  regard  to  the  printers.  I  -rave 
him  to  understand  that  the  arransremenis  were  satisfactory  to  me.  and  I  wished  him  ro 
vote  for  .M'Kiniey.  He  said  he  woatd  consider  abctit  in  and  I  left  hf-r.  I  did 
not  ask  him  to  vote  for  Hotter  and  Biffler.  I  beiieve  he  did  voie  f:r  them.  h*awever^ 
and  for  Mr.  M'Kinley  also.  But  there  was  no  personal  promise  of  rewani  held  otrtby 
me  either  verbaiiv  or  written  to  any  meniber  of  the  LcrzisLitare.  or  to  any  other  person, 
to  vote  for  Mr.  M'Kinley.  It  may  also  be  proper  for  m?  to  smte.  that  I  believe  the 
whi?"  members  of  the  last  Le^lattire  were  as  honorable  a  set  ot  men  as  ever  assembled 
at  the  Capitol,  and  as  free  from  bein?  tampered  with — I  wontd  not  except  even  the 
present  aujust  body.  The  locofoco's  done  me  no  favors  or  ill -will — 1  know  nothing 
personal  against  them. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Cooper.  Did  the  gentkmen  whom  yon  have  nametL  >fr.  K  me.  iMr. 
Stewart,  and  other  members,  know  yoa  were  to  reiteive  prod's  fre-m  the  triating  ? 

I  thought  they  knew  it. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  M'  ere  yoa  not  acdve  •with  those  metneers  of  the  Legisiattire 
who  advocated  the  lowest  bidder  bilL  in  mdncing  them  to  vote  f;r  Mr.  kl'Kinley. 
because  he  was  most  hostile  to  the  Governor,  and  would  visit  upon  him,  perhaps  more 
than  any  other,  opposition  for  having  vetoed  the  lowest  bidder  ? 

A.  I  think  I  us^  that  argument  with  them  to  vote  for  31-  M'KmVy-  I  was  mietidiv 
to  the  lowest  bidder  bill,  attl  did  all  I  coold  to  effect  its  passage. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Penniman.  ffie  wimess  was  disch 

Counsel  for  klessrs.  irKinley.  Hatter  and  Bigler,  asked  ma:  smbp^snas  might  isstie 
to  Dr.  John  W.  Hammond,  and  Henry  K.  .Strong.  Esq. 

M  hich  was  agreed  to. 

And  on  motioa.  the  committee  adj>xcrned  tmnl  to-morrjw.  a;  3  o'clock.  P.  3L 


SrTsvjG:  C ;  (TIT  Rrew.  ') 
T\nr  jdiiy.  January  25,  1544.  ^ 

C  ommittee  met  pursnan:  to  adjottrnmcnt. 

Present — .jn  part  of  the  Senate.  3Iessrs.  Chamoneys.  Hm^es,  Pennimim.  ScZhvan. 
and  Sherwood :  and  ilessrs.  M'Faddsa,  Evans.  Ronnilrrt.  Dimlao.  and  Cooper,  txi 
pan  ol  the  Hoase  of  Representatives. 

A  motion  was  made  bv  3Ir.  SuHivac, 

Taat  the  committee  proceed  to  the  eiaminahon  of  wimesses,  and  tb.a:  John  J-  Clyde 
be  called  to  the  stand  to  testirv. 

M'hich  was  agreed  to. 

31  r.  Clyde  ’oeiiig  called,  he  appeared,  and  aifirmed. 

The  3d  specihcatioa  being  read  bv  the  Chairman,  the  ■witness  answered  as  foEows  : 

3Vitness.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  anv  monev  'ir  other  prorertv  bemg  rtatd.  or  pro- 
mise-i  to  be  paid  by  3Ir.  3rKiiilev.  Huner  and  Bigler,  or  anv  of  them,  to  anv  member 
of  the  Legislature,  or  to  any  other  person,  for  the  ncrtx’se  of  nr:  erring  their  votes. 
Tr.a:  is  aH  I  have  to  say  in  regard  to  this  intemgatnrv. 

The  4th  specincation  being  read.  4c. 

W.niess,  I  never  had  any  ronversanon  with  Givv.  Porter  on  any  snb;e;rn  and  I  have 
no  knowledge  of  any  maners  contaiaed  in  this  interrogtitory.  On  the  Staday  pceced- 
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ing  the  first  ballot  for  State  Printer,  I  was  called  upon  by  a  gentleman  in  town,  who 
requested  me  to  call  and  see  John  H.  Dimock.  He  told  me  that  he  thought  I  could 
make  an  arrangement  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  the  folding,  stitching  and  binding,  of 
the  public  work.  I  called  upon  Mr.  Dimock,  and  stated  to  him  my  object  in  calling 
upon  him.  [The  committee  desired  him  to  name  the  gentleman  referred  to.]  The 
name  of  this  person  was  Joseph  AV.  Cake.  Mr.  Dimock  told  me  that  he  had  promised 
one-half  of  the  binding  to  Ilickok  and  Cantine.  I  told  him  I  was  not  satisfied,  so  far 
as  I  was  concerned,  to  receive  the  one-half — I  wanted  the  Avhole  of  it.  Before  I  left 
the  room  he  told  me,  that  if  Hickok  and  Cantine’s  friends  did  not  vote  for  him,  he  would 
give  us  the  whole  of  the  binding.  'Phat  ended  my  conversation  with  him  at  that  time. 
The  next  morning  I  was  met  by  J.  Porter  Brawley,  as  I  entered  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives.  He  took  me  behind  the  Speaker’s  desk,  and  asked  me  how  the  whig  mem¬ 
bers  were  going  to  vote  that  morning.  I  told  him  that  I  expected  they  would  vote  for 
Mr.  Dimock,  but  that  I  Avould  try  to  prevent  some  of  them  from  doing  so  if  I  could. 
He  asked  me  for  my  reasons  for  so  doing.  I  told  him  that  Mr.  Dimock  would  not 
agree  to  give  me  the  whole  of  the  stitching  and  binding.  He  said  he  would  insure  that 
part  of  it — that  I  shouhl  have  the  whole  of  it  if  I  would  allay  my  opposition  to  Mr. 
Dimock.  I  should  have  stated,  however,  that  he  told  me  when  I  was  in  his,  Mr. 
Dimock’s  room,  that  he  was  to  pay  Mr.  M’Curdy  $2,500.00 — that  he  would  give  Mr. 
Fenn  $2,000.00,  in  order  to  get  the  united  vote  of  the  whigs  and  antimasons.  Some 
time  after  the  first  ballot,  Henry  K.  Strong  and  I  had  a  conversation.  He  told  me  that 
if  the  whigs  would  agree  to  it,  there  could  be  an  arrangement  made  by  which  they  could 
receive  one-half  of  the  profits  of  the  printing.  That  the  Governor’s  friends  would 
select  the  man  that  they  should  vote  for.  I  asked  him  for  the  name  of  the  indivi¬ 
dual,  but  he  did  not  give  it  to  me.  I  told  him  I  would  like  to  hear  the  name,  I  could 
then  tell  better  probably  what  might  be  done.  He  did  not,  however,  give  me  the  name. 
After  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Dimock  was  broken  up,  I  left  the  whole  matter  in  the 
hands  of  ray  friend,  Mr.  Alexander  Ramsey,  now  a  member  of  Congress.  I  told  him 
I  would  be  satisfied  with  any  arrangement  he  would  make.  He  told  me  he  had  made 
an  arrangement  with  Mr.  M’Kinley  that  we  should  have  the  binding  of  the  public 
work.  I  was  not  satisfied  with  that  altogether,  and  told  him  I  thought  we  ought  to 
have  the  folding  and  stitching  along  with  it.  He  said  that  was  all  he  could  do — that 
Mr.  M’Kinley  still  persisted  in  having  the  folding  and  stitching  himself.  That  is  all  I 
know  positive  of  this  matter.  The  arrangement  with  Mr.  Dimock  was  broken  up  by 
some  of  the  whig  members  being  persuaded  to  go  against  him. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  Did  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  or  any  person  for  him, 
come  to  your  office,  or  meet  with  you  at  any  place  during  the  past  season,  and  say 
anything  in  relation  to  getting  a  note  or  any  amount  of  money  he  alleged  was  pro¬ 
mised  by  the  firm  of  Clyde  and  Williams,  or  any  other  person  ?  State  your  whole 
knowledge  on  the  subject. 

A.  No,  sir,  there  was  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  By  same.  W as  any  member  of  the  last  Legislature  in  your  office  and  conversed 
with  you  on  this  subject,  after  the  adjournment  of  the  Legislature  ? 

A.  There  was  one  member  of  the  Legislature  there  several  times. 

Q.  By  same.  State  who  he  was. 

A.  Mr.  Jacob  Foreman.  We  done  several  jobs  of  work  for  him  during  the  sum¬ 
mer,  and  he  called  there  to  get  them.  We  had  some  conversation  about  the  arrange¬ 
ment  that  had  been  made  the  last  spring.  He  asked  me  if  I  thought  Mr.  M’Kinley 
would  give  us  the  binding  according  to  arrangement  ?  I  told  him  I  had  no  reason  to 
doubt  it.  I  think  that  is  about  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  conversation  I  had  with 
him.  He  never  stated  to  me  that  he  had  any  claim  for  services  rendered,  nor  did  he 
state  so  to  any  other  person  in  my  presence.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  any¬ 
thing  of  the  kind.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Foreman  and  my  partner  going  into  a 
room  to  converse  on  this  subject.  It  might  be  proper  for  me  to  add,  that  I  had  several 
conversations  with  Mr.  Cake  this  fall.  He  told  me  that  the  State  Printers’  bonds 
would  be  rejected,  and  the  law  repealed.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  believe  it  would  be 
done ;  that  if  it  would,  it  would  be  given  to  the  lowest  bidder,  and  that  it  would  benefit 
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nobody.  He  said  that  the  Governor  and  his  friends  did  not  desire  that-— that  their 
object  was  to  take  it  out  of  the  hands  of  the  men  that  were  elected  by  the  last  Legisla¬ 
ture.  He  also  stated  that  the  Governor  would  rather  see  Mr.  Fenn  ha^-e  it  than  those 
men.  I  have  nothing  further  to  state  on  this  subject. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Hughes.  What  was  the  consideration  for  which  Mr.  ^I’Kinley  was  to 
give  you  the  binding  ? 

A.  If  he  got  the  whig  votes  he  said  he  would  give  us  the  binding  in  consideration. 

Q.  By  the  same.  To  which  party  do  you  belong  ? 

A.  I  always  voted  the  whig  ticket  until  last  fall,  when  I  voted  the  split  ticket  as  it  is 
called. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  communicate  to  any  member  of  the  last  Legislature,  before 
the  election  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  that  you  were  to  have  any,  and  what  benefits,  in 
the  event  of  his  election  ? 

A.  I  think  I  did  to  some,  but  to  who,  I  am  not  certain.  I  did  try  to  persuade  some 
of  the  whigs  to  vote  for  Mr.  M’Kinley.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  name  them  all — I 
spoke  to  a  number.  Mr.  Williams  is  my  partner. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  your  partner  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  promised  any  member  of 
the  last  Legislature  any  compensation  for  his  services,  or  did  any  member  of  the  last 
Legislature  call  upon  him  for  compensation  for  his  servic-s  in  voting  for  Isaac  G. 
M’Kinley  ? 

A.  He  did  not,  to  my  knowledge,  to  vote  for  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley.  My  partner  did 
tell  me  that  he  had  promised  to  give  Mr.  Foreman  five  hundred  dollars,  if  he  wmuld 
vote  for  John  H.  Dimock,  and  we  get  the  whole  of  the  binding,  folding  and  stitching. 
That  is  all  I  know  about  that  matter.  Mr.  Foreman  refused  to  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock. 
I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  Foreman  ever  did  vote  for  him.  I  knorv  he  persisted  in  not 
votinff  for  Mr.  Dimock  even  unto  the  hour  of  election.  Mr.  Edward  C.  Williams  is 
my  partner. 

On  motion, 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  M’Fadden, 

That  WiUiam  F.  Packer,  Esq.  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Packer  being  called,  he  appeared,  and  was  sworn  : 

Third  specification  being  read  by  Chainnan,  the  witness  answered  as  follows  : 

Witness.  I  know  of  nothing  in  relation  to  this  first  inquiry. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  &;c. 

AVitness.  I  would  make  the  same  answer  to  this  second  inquiry  that  I  did  to  the 
first.  I  know  nothing  about  it.  As  a  reason  why  I  should  know  but  little  about  it, 
having  once  had  an  interest  in  the  Keystone,  I  uniformly  avoided  interfering  with  this 
questio;!  of  State  Printer,  last  winter.  I  avoided  talking  to  the  Governor  and  all  other 
persons  on  the  question  wherever  I  could.  I  could  not  go  heartily  with  my  successors, 
and  I  did  not  desire  to  go  against  them — feeling  in  honor  bound  not  to  injure  their  inter¬ 
est,  as  they  had  purchased  the  establishment  from  my  partners. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Do  you  know  whether  any  member  of  the  Legislature  was  ever 
threatened  or  menaced  by  Gov.  Porter  .r 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  W ere  you  ever  told  by  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  that  he  had 
been  threatened  or  menaced  by  the  Governor  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  ever  having  been  told  so  by  any  member.  The  member  from 
my  own  county,  voted  for  Mr.  M’Kinley  on  the  last  ballot. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  the  Governor  wish  you  to  exert  your  influence  for  Mr.  Dimock, 
or  against  Mr.  M’Kinley,  and  did  you  refuse  ? 

A.  I  know  the  Governor  was  most  decidedly  opposed  to  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kin¬ 
ley,  but  I  do  not  recollect  what  efforts  he  used  to  induce  me  to  act  in  relation  to  the 
matter.  In  all  his  communications  with  me,  he  uniformly  expressed  himself  in  oppo- 
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sition  to  Mr.  M’Kinley,  and  in  favor  of  Mr.  Dimock.  He  never  used  any  improper 
means  to  effect  the  election  of  Mr.  Dimock,  or  to  defeat  Mr.  M’Kinley,  so  far  as  my 
knowledge  extends. 

Q.  Bv  Mr.  Sullivan.  At  the  time  of  the  conversation  referred  to,  had  the  Governor 
been  informed  of  the  association  entered  into  between  the^  union  of  the  Gazette,  Key¬ 
stone  and  Reporter,  and  that  one  of  the  articles  of  association  indicated  hostility  to  him 
in  future  ? 

A.  I  liave  no  distinct  recollection  of  any  particular  conversation.  It  is  difficult  for 
me  to  distinguish  at  tiiis  time,  the  conversations  I  had  with  the  Governor  and  others, 
on  that  subject  ;  and  hence,  I  cannot  answer  that  question. 

Q.  By  same.  State,  if  up  to  the  time  of  the  formation  of  that  union,  Messrs. 
M’Kinley  and  Lescure  were  in  the  confidence  of  the  Executive 

A.  Messrs.  M’Kinley  and  Lescure,  I  always  understood,  were  in  the  confidence  of 
the  Governor,  up  until  about  the  period  that  an  article  appeared  in  the  Keystone,  headed 
the  “Crisis.”  That  was  about  the  time  the  arrangement  was  made  to  associate  the 
papers. 

Q.  By  same.  State  whether,  until  about  the  time  this  union  had  been  entered  into, 
for  some  years,  Samuel  1).  Patterson,  owner  of  the  Reporter,  had  not  been  the  open  op¬ 
ponent  of  the  Governor. 

A.  Samuel  D.  Patterson,  had  for  a  long  time  previously  been  considered  unfriendly 
to  Gov.  Porter  ? 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Did  not  Mr.  M’Kinley,  long  previous  to  the  publication  of  the 
piece  you  alluded  to,  called  the  “Crisis,”  call  upon  you  and  inform  you,  that  they 
could  not  publish  pieces  favorable  to  President  Tyler  ? 

A.  I  have  no  such  recollection. 

Q.  By  same.  Were  yon  not  informed  by  Mr.  M’Kinley  or  Lescure,  that  the  Gov. 
would  destroy  himself  in  the  course  he  was  pursuing  to  obtain  the  appointment  of 
James  M.  Porter. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  such  conversation  with  him. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  not  have  a  conversation  on  this  very  subject  with  Mr.  M’¬ 
Kinley  in  your  room,  at  Nagle’s  Hotel  ? 

A.  If  so,  I  do  not  recollect  it.  I  have  had  repeated  conversations  with  Mr.  M’Kin¬ 
ley  on  the  subject,  since  his  quarrel  with  the  Governor,  but  I  do  not  recollect  what  they 
were,  or  when. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  have  a  similar  conversation  with  Mr.  M’Kinley  in  Nagle’s 
setting  room 

A.  I  repeat,  I  have  had  repeated  conversations  with  Mr.  M’Kinley  on  this  subject  5 
but  what  they  were,  or  when  they  were,  I  cannot  tell.  I  have  heard  him  express  senti¬ 
ments  similar  to  those  contained  in  the  questions,  but  whether  they  were  before  or 
since  the  difficulty  with  the  Governor,  I  cannot  recollect.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
Governor  using  any  other  means  than  those  of  argument  and  persuasion,  to  promote 
the  election  of  Mr.  Dimock — nor  do  I  recollect  of  hearing  him  speak  to  members  of 
the  Legislature  on  the  subject — he  may  or  may  not  have  done  so. 

On  motion,  the  witness  was  discharged. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Roumfort, 

That  Henry  K.  Strong,  Esq.,  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Henry  K.  Strong  being  called,  he  appeared  and  affinned  as  follows  : 

The  3d  specification  being  read,  the  witness 

t^ns.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

The  4th  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  I  know  of  none,  sir.  I  have  no  further  knowledge  of  any  matters  con¬ 
nected  with  the  election  of  State  Printer,  unless  by  hear-say  or  flying  reports.  I  never 
had  any  conversation  with  any  person  in  which  I  said  that  I  was  authorized  by  the 
Governor  to  make  certain  propositions. 
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Ques.  By  Mr.  M’Fadden.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Theophilus  Fenn  in 
relation  to  this  question  of  State  Printer  ? 

A.  I  have  had  conversations  with  Mr.  Fenn  on  this  subject  of  the  election  of  State 
Printer,  and  with  other  persons. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  state  to  iMr.  Fenn  at  the  time  you  were  conversing  Avith 
him  in  relation  to  this  matter,  that  you  were  the  agent  of  Governor  Porter,  and  that 
you  spoke  in  his  behalf  ? 

A.  I  never  did,  sir.  I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Fenn,  I  cannot  exactly  say 
when,  but  it  Avas  not  far  from  the  time  of  the  affray  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
between  Mr.  Bratton  and  Mr.  AFGoAvan.  It  Avas  at  any  rate,  after  several  attempts 
to  elect  a  State  Printer  had  failed.  I  had  been  opposed  to  Air.  Dimock  and  also  to 
Mr.  Bratton,  from  the  impression  or  belief  that  it  required  for  that  office  a  man  of  first 
rate  intelligence,  education,  integrity  and  universally  known  ;  and  Avho  Avould  build  up 
a  paper  in  this  Commonwealth  of  the  character  of  the  Albany  Argus  and  Richmond 
Enquirer,  and  papers  of  that  calibre  ;  which  Avould  be  an  honor  to  the  State,  and  a  home 
benefit  to  advance  the  future  claims  of  Pennsvlvania  for  the  high  offices  of  the  nation. 
Several  gentlemen,  as  Avell  as  myself,  had  been  looking  around,  after  fruitless  attempts 
to  elect,  and  believed  that  such  a  man  might  be  thought  of  Avho  Avould  unite  a  large 
portion  of  the  democratic  party,  and  a  portion  of  the  other.  Mr.  Fenn’s  friends  had 
voted  for  Mr.  Bratton,  and  I  called  upon  him  to  have  his  vieAVS,  and  stated  to  him  that 
from  mv  minglinsr  Avith  the  members  of  the  Legislature,  I  Avas  confident  that  if  his 
friends  Avould  go  for  such  a  man,  he  could  be  elected.  I  think  I  stated  this  to  several 
other  persons.  I  think  Air.  M’Kinley  was  not  then  nominated  ;  I  am  not  sure,  but  1 
think  not.  I  felt  some  pride  in  this  matter,  as  I  was  the  author  of  the  bill  to  elect  a 
State  Printer,  Avith  Mr.  Petriken,  and  had  some  zeal  in  reference  to  it. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Roumfort.  Did  you  not  tell  Mr.  Fenn,  that  if  his  political  friends  Avould 
join  the  friends  of  Governor  Porter  in  the  election  of  a  person  that  might  be  named, 
that  the  printing  should  be  done  at  his  office,  under  his  superintendence,  and  that  he 
should  receive  one -half  of  the  profits  accruing  from  the  State  Printing  in  the  English 
language,  or  did  you  not  suggest  arrangements  to  that  effect  ? 

A.  I  cannot  tell  you  all  that  I  said,  it  is  so  long  since  5  but  I  am  sure  I  have  no 
recollection  of  mentioning  so  particularly  the  friends  of  Governor  Porter,  as  I  had 
opposed  his  candidate,  that  I  heard  he  was  in  favor  of.  But  I  suppose,  however,  that 
if  either  of  the  candidates  found  he  could  not  be  elected,  that  a  majority  of  the  members 
Avho  had  been  supporting  them,  might  come  to  the  support  of  a  third  man.  I  think  I 
did  not  mention  any  third  man  particularly.  I  think  I  mentioned  to  him  as  an  induce¬ 
ment  to  come  into  my  vieAvs,  that  some  one  might  be  elected  Avho  had  no  office  ^  and 
as  he  had  a  large  quantity  of  type  unemployed,  he  might  get  the  Avork.  I  cannot  say 
whether  I  spoke  to  him  of  the  friends  of  Governor  Porter  or  not. 

Q.  By  Air.  Roumfort.  Did  you  in  a  conversation  Avith  Air.  Clyde  propose  to  him 
that  if  his  political  friends  would  join  the  friends  of  Governor  Porter  in  voting  for  a 
person  that  you  might  name,  that  he  should  have  the  binding  and  stitching 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  told  him  so.  I  talked  Avith  Mr.  Clyde,  and  might  have 
said  so,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  It  was  a  very  exciting  time,  and  I  cannot 
recollect  all  that  Avas  said. 

Q.  By  same.  Had  you  any  promise  from  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  or  from 
any  officer  of  the  Gbvernment,  or  from  any  other  person,  that,  provided  you  Avould 
interfere  in  the  State  Printer  election,  you  should  receive  the  appointment  of  State 
Librarian  ? 

A.  Upon  my  solemn  affirmation,  I  ansAver  in  the  negative.  So  far  as  that  question 
is  concerned,  the  especial  friends  of  Governor  Porter  voted  against  me,  Avhen  I  was 
removed  and  re-instated;  and  I  Avas  re-instated  at  the  solicitation  of  Gen.  Roumfort  and 
others.  In  the  library  there  is  a  petition  filed,  dated  28th  January,  1843,  Avith  the 
names  of  a  large  number  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  Legislature,  Avith  General 
Roumfort  at  the  head.  I  Avas  re-appomted  State  Librarian  on  the  18th  of  April — 
removed  on  the  24th  of  January. 
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Q.  ByC  ouiipel.  Did  you  have,  within  a  month  or  two  of  the  time  when  Mr.  M’Kiii- 
ley  was  elected  State  Printer,  any  conversation  with  Theophilus  Fenn,  witli  a  view  to 
aid  John  H.  Dimock’s  election  as  State  Printer,  or  to  defeat  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley? 

A.  To  the  first  part  of  this  interrogatory,  with  regard  to  John  H.  Dimock,  I  always 
stated  I  was  opposed  to  ins  election.  At  the  last  election,  when  Mr.  M’Kinley  was 
elected,  I  had  no  particular  objections  to  Mr.  M’Kinley  personally,  but  I  preferred  Mr. 
Bigler  of  the  Senate;  and  might  have  said  so,  or  something  like  it,  to  Mr.  Fenn,  but  I 
don’t  recollect  it. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  mean  to  be  understood  to  say,  that  you  at  no  time  had  any 
conversation  with  Mr.  Fenn,  in  order  to  promote  the  election  of  John  II.  Dimock  as 
State  Printer,  or  to  defeat  Mr.  M’Kinley 

A.  I  say  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Fenn,  in 
favor  of  Mr.  Dimock. 

Q.  By  same.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Fenn,  to  induce  him  to  aid  in 
the  defeat  of  Mr.  M’Kinley? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  had.  I  might  have  had. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  what  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Fenn  was,  that  he  gave 
yesterday  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir.  Mr.  Fenn  is  mistaken  in  his  evidence  so  far  as  my  being  the 
agent,  or  being  authorized  by  the  Governor.  The  statement,  in  many  things,  is  sub¬ 
stantially  correct.  I  have  stated  all  I  recollect  about  it  in  my  testimony.  I  never  was 
authorized  by  the  Governor  to  speak  on  this  subject.  I  have  held  my  situation  on  the 
Hill  for  upM'ards  of  two  years,  and  for  weeks  and  months  have  not  spoken  with  the 
Governor. 

Q.  By  same.  Has  at  any  time  any  intimation  been  made  to  you,  that  it  was  the 
Governor’s  wish  that  you  should  influence  Mr.  Fenn  to  promote  the  election  of  John 
H.  Dimock? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  presume  no  one  Avould  ask  me  that  question. 

On  motion,  the  witness  was  discharged. 

Mr.  Penniman  offered  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  the  examination  of  witnesses  before  this  committee,  shall  close  on 
Monday  next. 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  committee  proceed  to  the  second  reading  and  consideration  of  the  resolu¬ 
tion  ? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Roumfort  and  Evans,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Hughes,  M’Fadden,  Penniman,  Sullivan  and  Sherrvood — 5. 

Nays — Messrs.  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Evans,  Roumfort,  and  Champneys,  Chairman — 5. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  motion,  the  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 

1 


Supreme  Court  Room,  > 

Friday,  January  26,  1844.  5 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present— on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Hughes,  Penni¬ 
man,  and  Sherwood;  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Cooper,  Roumfort,  Evans,  and  Dunlap, 
on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

On  motion, 

A  subpoena  was  directed  to  issue  to  Edward  C.  W  illiams,  returnable  forthwith. 
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On  motion,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  committee  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  and  that 
John  P.  Anderson  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Mr.  Anderson  being  called,  he  appeared,  and  was  sworn. 

The  3d  specification  being  read,  the  witness  answered  as  follows  : 

Witness.  I  know  of  nothing  contained  in  this  specification. 

The  4th  specification  being  read,  &lc. 

Witness.  I  do  not,  sir.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  anything  in  relation  to  the  election 
of  State  Printer.  I  tried,  in  company  with  Gen.  Cameron,  and  one  or  two  other  gen¬ 
tlemen,  to  form  a  combination  to  run  in  between  them  and  defeat  them  both,  Mr. 
M’Kinley  and  Mr.  Dimock.  I  would  not  be  positive  whether  it  was  Mr.  M’Kinleyor 
Mr.  Bratton.  It  was  between  the  three.  It  consisted  in  nothing  more  than  mere  con¬ 
versation  between  Mr.  M’Curdy,  Mr.  Fenn,  Gen.  Cameron  and  myself.  There  were 
various  propositions  made  in  conversation.  Mr.  M’Curdy,  I  think  on  that  occasion, 
asked  time  to  consider  on  the  proposition  we  made  to  him.  I  called  on  him  the  next 
morning,  and  he  declined  having  anything  to  do  with  it.  There  was  nothing  more  done 
in  the  matter.  We  talked  about  dividing  the  printing,  giving  Mr.  M’Curdy  one-fourth, 
Mr.  Fenn  one-fourth,  and  we  taking  care  of  the  other  half  ourselves.  I  have  no  further 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  sir.  I  know  of  nothing,  whatever,  in  relation  to  the  election 
of  Mr.  M’Kinley,  or  the  attempt  of  Mr.  Dimock  to  obtain  the  election. 

Ques.  By  Counsel.  Who  were  concerned  in  that  combination  beside  yourself  and 
Gen.  Cameron  ? 

Ans.  Mr.  M’Curdy,  Mr.  Fenn,  Mr.  Best,  Gen.  Cameron  and  myself. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  the  Governor,  at  any  time,  intimate  to  you  a  wish  that  you  would 
influence  members  of  the  Legislature  for  Mr.  Dimock,  or  against  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley? 

A.  He  did  not,  sir.  I  was  opposed  to  Mr.  Dimock  as  well  as  Mr.  M’Kinley. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  that  any  office,  or  benefit  of  any  kind,  whatever,  was 
ever  held  out  to  any  member  to  induce  him  to  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock  or  against  Mr. 
M’Kinley  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Have  you  ever  heard  the  Governor  say  that  Mr.  M’Kinley  must  be 
defeated  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  he  ever  did.  He  might  have  said  so,  for  he  was  very  anxious 
to  defeat  him,  or  any  member  of  the  firm. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  ask  Mr.  M’Gowan,  of  the  last  Legislature,  if  he  would  pre¬ 
fer  a  situation  in  the  Custom  House  at  Philadelphia,  to  coming  back  to  the  Legislature, 
or  something  to  that  effect  ? 

A.  Never,  sir!  nothing  of  the  kind. 

On  motion. 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  Dr.  John  W.  Hammond  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Dr.  Hammond,  called  and  sworn. 

The  3d  specification  being  read,  the  witness  answered  as  follows : 

Witness.  In  answer  to  this  interrogatory,  I  say  I  know  nothing  about  it  whatever. 

The  4th  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  To  those  interrogatories,  I  would  make  the  same  reply.  I  have  no  know¬ 
ledge  in  regard  to  this  question  of  State  Printer  whatever. 

Ques.  By  Mr.  M’Fadden.  Did  you  at  any  time,  in  any  conversation  had  with 
Theophilus  Fenn,  or  any  other  person,  state  that  you  were  authorized  by  David  R. 
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Porter,  to  hold  out  inducements  to  them  to  vote  for  John  H.  Dimock,  or  against  Isaac 
G.  M’Kinleyr 

Jins.  I  did  not,  sir.  In  further  corroboration  of  that  fact,  1  will  state  that  during  the 
last  session  of  the  Legislature  I  was  not  personally  acquainted  with  David  R.  Porter, 
nor  was  I,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  up  at  the  Capitol  during  the  whole  session  of 
the  Legislature.  I  became  personally  acquainted  with  Gov.  Porter  last  summer,  then 
having  some  business  w'ith  him;  I  got  a  friend  of  mine  to  go  and  introduce  me  to  him. 
I  had  never  spoken  six  words  in  my  life  to  the  Governor  until  last  summer. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  Did  you  ever  tell  Theo.  Fenn  tliat  the  Governor  said  he 
would  rather  see  him  elected  Slate  Printer  than  Mr.  M’Kinley  1 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  told  him  any  thing  to  that  effect.  The  only  con  • 
versation  I  had  with  him,  is  wdiat  I  term  random  conversation.  Two,  or  three,  or  four, 
or  five  of  us,  perhaps,  would  meet  together.  We  would  sometimes  talk  on  the  subject 
of  State  Printer,  and  as  Mr.  Fenn  and  Mr.  Strong  seemed  so  anxious  about  the  mat¬ 
ter,  I  was  disposed  to  bore  and  quiz  them.  It  would  be  idle  for  me  to  attempt  to  re¬ 
peat  what  passed — I  could  not  do  it — as  I  did  not  charge  my  memory  with  it.  But 
certain  1  am,  that  David  R.  Porter  never  made  any  communications  to  me  directly  or 
indirectly  on  the  subject. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  ever  address  Theo.  Fenn  on  this  subject  as  if  you  were 
speaking  by  authority  from  the  Governor. 

A.  I  did  not,  sir.  The  only  time  I  ever  addressed  Mr.  Fenn  on  the  subject  in  a 
serious  manner,  was  when  I  told  him  Mr.  Strong  wished  to  see  him.  What  he  wish¬ 
ed  to  see  him  about,  I  know  not.  I  presume  it  was  about  the  election  of  State  Printer. 

[Mr.  Fenn’s  testimony  being  read  to  witness,  he  answered  as  follows:] 

In  answer  to  that  part  of  Mr.  Fenn’s  testimony,  I  can  assure  the  committee,  that  I 
did  not  open  my  lips  to  any  member  on  the  subject  of  State  printing.  I  had  no  such 
conversation  with  Mr.  Fenn — he  is  mistaken  in  the  matter.  Mr.  Strong  requested  me 
to  call  upon  Mr.  Fenn,  and  tell  him  he  wished  to  see  him.  Sometimes  I  had  a  con¬ 
versation  with  Mr.  Strong  on  the  subject  of  State  printing.  He  was  opposed  to  the 
whole  concern.  I  sometimes  asked  him  why  he  did  not  put  in  for  the  State  printing. 
He  replied  that  he  had  not  yet  matured  his  ideas  on  that  subject.  He  said  he  thought 
It  would  be  better  to  have  a  printing  establishment  without  having  any  newspaper  con¬ 
nected  with  it. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  May  you  not  in  some  conversation  with  Mr.  Fenn,  wherein  the 
State  printing  was  mentioned,  have  made  some  such  observation,  as  is  alluded  to  by 
Mr.  Fenn  in  his  testimony,  in  a  jesting  way,  if  you  please,  without  being  able  to  recol¬ 
lect  it  now? 

A.  I  have  just  stated  that  it  would  be  idle  for  me  to  state  what  passed  in  our  random 
conversations  with  regard  to  the  election  of  State  Printer. 

On  motion, 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

A  motion  tvas  then  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan. 

That  the  committee  proceed  to  the  re-examination  of  Gen.  Cameron. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Gen.  Cameron  recalled  and  examined. 

Quest.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  Have  you  produced  the  papers  and  documents  heretofore 
mentioned  in  your  testimony  ? 

.Rns.  I  have,  sir,  and  will  hand  them  to  the  committee  with  a  desire  that  they  should 
not  be  opened.  They  are  the  papers  and  documents  alluded  to  in  my  testimony  here¬ 
tofore  given.  I  har'e  no  objection,  sir,  to  the  endorsement  being  read. 

[  Endorsement  from  a  sealed  paper.  ] 

“  This  paper  contains  six  several  notes  for  five  hundred  dollars  each,  given  by  1.  G. 
M’Kinley  to  P.  C.  Sedgwick,  handed  to  me  July  15,  1843;  and  five  notes  of  five 
hundred  dollars  each,  from  Mr.  M’Kinley  to  Theo.  Fenn,  handed  to  me  September  9, 
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1843.  This  is  the  property  of  Fenn  and  Sedgwick,  to  be  given  to  them  when  they 
return  mv  receipts,  one  of  which  is  held  by  each  of  them. 

“Signed,  SIMON  CAMERON.” 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  Have  you  any  objection  to  giving  the  papers  over  to  the  com¬ 
mittee  for  inspection  ? 

A.  I  have  no  objection  to  breaking  the  seals  if  the  gentlemen  who  hold  my  receipts 
will  give  the  receipts  up  to  me ;  and  I  will  hand  them  to  the  Chairman,  if  he  will 
give  me  his  receipt.  I  have  no  objection  to  break  the  seals  myself  and  give  the  con¬ 
tents  of  the  papers  to  the  Secretary,  provided  they  will  permit  me  to  seal  them  and  take 
them  back. 

And  on  the  question. 

Shall  the  witness  give  the  information  to  the  Secretary  ? 

It  was  agreed  to  ? 

[  Witness  opens  the  package.] 

$500.  Harrisburg,  July  25,  1843. 


- after  date  I  promise  to  pay  to  the  order  of  P.  C.  Sedgwick,  five  hundred 

dollars,  without  defalcation,  for  value  received. 

Signed,  ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY. 

There  are  six  precisely  alike.  There  is  another  paper — an  agreement,  as  follows  : 

Harrisburg,  July  25,  1843. 

Simon  (Jameron  is  to  receive  these  six  several  notes,  signed  by  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley, 
dated  July  25,  1843,  for  five  hundred  dollars  each — the  time  of  payment  in  blank — 
and  whenever  the  State  printing  is  fixed  to  a  reasonable  degree  of  certainty  that  Isaac 
G.  M’Kinley  gets  it,  and  as  soon  as  Gen.  Cameron  is  satisfied,  as  a  gentleman,  that 
there  can  be  no  mistake  about  it,  then  he  is  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  notes  with  such  times 
ol  payment  as  shall  make  them  fall  due  tliereafter  in  three,  six,  nine,  twelve,  fifteen 
and  eighteen  months,  and  shall  deliver  them  over  to  P.  C.  Sedgwick,  according  to  our 
understanding,  (Ac. 

N.  B.  If  Mr.  M’Kinley  shall  pay  one  thousand  dollars  in  cash  at  the  time  of  de^ 
livering  them,  the  balance  to  be  fixed  at  6,  12,  18,  and  24  months. 

Signed,  P.  C.  SEDGWICK, 

I.  G.  AI’KINLEY. 

Endorsement. 

This  contains  six  several  notes  of  five  hundred  dollars  each,  which  the  following  copy 
of  a  receipt  will  explain  : 

Harrisburg,  Jtdy  15,  1843. 

Received  from  P.  C.  Sedgwick  and  Isaac  G.  AI’Kinley,  six  several  notes,  dated  July 
25,  1843,  and  signed  Isaac  G.  AI’Kinley — the  time  of  payment  left  in  blank — which 
said  notes  I  agree  to  deliver  to  P.  C.  Sedgwick,  when  I  shall  be  satisfied  that  Isaac  G. 
M’Kinley  receives  the  State  printing,  according  to  his  election  in  April  last — after  having 
the  blanks  filled  with  such  times  of  payment,  as  shall  make  them  fall  due  every  three 
months  alter  delivery,  according  to  an  article  of  agreement  left  with  him  of  this  date, 
signed  by  said  AI’Kinley  and  Sedgwick. 

Signed,  SIMON  CAMERON. 

Second  Package — Endorsement. 

This  paper  contains  five  several  notes  of  five  hundred  dollars  each,  from  Isaac  G. 
M’Kinley  to  Theo.  Fenn,  conditioned  in  the  same  manner,  as  the  agi-eement  with 
Sedgwick  on  the  opposite  side. 

Signed,  SIMON  CAMERON. 

September  9,  1843. 
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Harrisburg,  September  1,  1843. 

It  is  hereby  agreed  between  Isaac  G,  M’Kinley  and  Theo.  Fenn,  of  the  borough  of 
Harrisburg,  that  Isa^c  G.  M’Kinley  place  five  notes  of  five  hundred  dollars  each,  in  the 
hands  of  Gen.  Cameron,  to  be  held  in  trust  for  Theo.  Fenn.  and  to  be  delivered  tu 
said  Fenn,  whenever  the  said  printing  is  secured  to  I.  G.  K’Kinley,  in  obedience  to  the 
law  under  which  he  was  elected  in  April  last.  And  in  case  said  State  printing  is  not 
secured  to  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  these  five  notes  to  be  returned  by  Gen.  Cameron,  to 
Isaac  G.  M’Kinley. 

Signed,  ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY. 

THEO.  FENN. 

S500.  Harrisburg,  September  1,  1843. 

Five  months  after  date  I  promise  to  pay  to  Theo.  Fenn,  or  order,  five  hundred  dol¬ 
lars,  for  value  received,  without  defalcation. 

Signed,  ISAAC  G.  M’KINLEY. 

The  second  note  is  made  payable  eight  months  after  date. 

“  third  “  “  “  fourteen  “  “  “ 

“  fourth  “  “  “  seventeen  “  “  “ 

“  fifth  “  “  “  twenty-four  “  “  “ 

Witness.  I  cannot  tell  whose  hand  writing  the  notes  are  in. 

[The  witness  desired  to  have  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Anderson  read  to  him,  which 
was  agi'eed  to  ;  and  the  testimony  being  read,  the  witness  answered — ] 

Mr.  Anderson  has  improperly  mixed  my  name  up  in  that  transaction.  I  never 
called  with  him  on  Mr.  M’Cnrdy,  or  any  other  person,  in  relation  to  the  question  of 
JState  Printer.  Previous  to  the  caucus  nomination  of  State  Printer,  he  called  upon  me 
in  my  room  in  Harrisburg,  and  made  various  propositions  to  me  in  regard  to  the  public 
printing,  many  of  them  I  do  not  now  recollect. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  manner  of  letting  out  mail  and  other 
public  contracts  at  Washington,  and  if  so,  state  your  knowledge  in  regard  to  it.^ 

A.  Previous  to  the  last  fifteen  years,  I  was  in  the  habit  of  attending  the  letting  of 
canal  contracts  in  this  State,  and  other  places ;  and  I  have  attended  several  mail  lettings 
at  Washington  city,  when  I  was  a  director  of  the  Harrisburg  railroad  company.  It  was 
very  common  to  form  combinations  among  the  bidders  for  their  mutual  advantage. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sullivan, 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

Mr.  Koumfort  then  moved. 

That  William  Hopkins,  Esq.  he  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hopkins  called,  affirmed  and  examined. 

Third  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  whatever,  of  any  arrangement  of  the 
kind. 

Fourth  specification,  &c. 

Witness.  I  know  nothing  of  the  kind  whatever.  I  think  I  have  no  knowledge  on 
the  subject  of  the  election  of  State  Printer.  There  was  a  great  deal  said,  but  for  myself 
J  took  no  part  in  it  whatever.  In  connection  with  the  subject,  it  would  perhaps  be 
proper  for  me  to  state,  that  in  company  with  several  democratic  members  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature,  it  was  suggested  that  some  individual  in  whom  the  entire  democratic  party  could 
have  confidence,  should  be  selected  •,  and  in  connection  with  it,  Mr.  Bigler’s  name  of 
the  Senate  was  mentioned — William  F.  Coplan  of  Fayette,  and  also  Adam  G.  Gloss- 
brenner  of  York,  editor  of  the  York  Gazette.  I  stated  that  I  thought  the  party  could 
have  confidence  in  either  of  them. 

On  motion. 

The  examination  closed. 
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A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Evans, 

That  Levi  Reynolds,  Esq.,  be  called  to  the  stand. 

Which  was  agreed  to 

Mr.  Reynolds  called,  sworn  and  examined. 

Third  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  None  to  mv  knowledge,  sir. 

Fourth  specification,  &;c. 

Witness.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Do  you  know  whether  any  member  of  this  or  any  previous  Legis¬ 
lature,  was  ever  threatened  in  any  manner  by  Governor  Porter,  in  order  to  influence 
his  vote  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  of  any  appointment  on  the  canal,  or  office  under  the 
General  Government,  having  been  offered  to  any  member  of  the  Legislature,  to  induce 
him  to  vote  in  a  particular  manner? 

[Witness  objected  to  answer  the  question  in  a  general  sense,  or  manner.  Objection 
was  overruled  by  the  committee,  and  witness  directed  to  proceed.] 

A.  I  do  not,  sir.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it  having  been  done,  either  in  reference 
to  the  State  Printer  question  or  any  other. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  by  whom  the  office  of  Postmaster  at  Allegheny  city 
"'as  tendered  to  Mr.  Karns,  member  of  the  last  Legislature  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir.  I  never  knew  he  was  an  applicant.  And  the  first  I  heard  of  his 
appointment,  was,  when  I  arrived  at  Pittsburg  from  the  west,  in  the  latter  part  of  last 
June. 

Q.  By  same.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  on  the  subject  of  State 
Printer  ? 

A.  I  think  I  have  had  general  conversations  with  him  on  the  subject,  previous  to 
the  election  of  State  Printer,  and  also  since. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  he  express  a  strong  hostility  towards  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  and  a 
determination  to  defeat  his  election? 

A.  I  never  heard  him  express  any  decided  hostility  to  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley,  though  I 
knew  he  was  opposed  to  his  election. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  of  any  means  made  use  of  by  the  Governor  to  defeat 
Mr.  M’Kinley  as  State  Printer? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  exercise  the  influence  of  your  official  station  to  defeat  the 
election  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  ? 

A.  I  most  solemnly  state  that  I  never  did.  I  will  merely  go  on  to  state,  in  corrobo¬ 
ration  of  this,  that  I  had  no  confidence  whatever  in  the  applicants  for  State  Printer, 
and  used  no  influence  whatever  to  promote  their  election. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  not  have  frequent  conversations  with  members  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  of  1843,  and  urge  them  not  to  vote  for  Isaac  G.  AI’Kinley? 

A.  I  think  not,  although  I  was  unfriendly  to  Mr.  M’Kinley’s  election. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  not  solicit  T.  J.  Postlethwaite,  a  member  from  Mifflin 
county,  not  to  vote  for  Mr.  M’Kinley  or  Mr.  Bratton  ? 

A.  I  recollect  very  well  that  on  one  of  the  days  the  Legislature  balloted  for  State 
Printers — I  cannot  tell  what  day — Mr.  Postlethwaite  was  unwell  and  confined  to  his 
room.  I  visited  liiin  in  his  room,  I  think,  in  the  afternoon,  while  the  two  Houses 
were  in  session,  balloting  for  State  Printers.  I  asked  him  how  he  M'as,  and  whether 
he  was  able  to  go  to  the  House?  He  said  he  determined  not  to  go  up  that  day ;  he  was 
too  unwell.  He  told  me  that  Mr.  Lescure  had  just  been  in  his  room,  and  urged  him 
to  go  to  the  House  and  vote  on  the  subject  of  printing.  He  told  him  that  he  was  un¬ 
able  to  go,  and  that  he  would  not  go.  He  said  that  Lescure  replied  very  insolently, 
that  he  was  governed  by  my  wishes  on  the  subject.  I  told  him  that  he  did  right  in  not 
going  out  of  his  room  when  he  was  so  unwell. 
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Q.  By  same.  Did  you  solicit  or  request  him  not  to  vote  for  Mr.  M’Kinley  or  Mr. 
Bratton  ? 

A.  1  did  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  not  urge  Mr.  Glenn  of  Juniata  county,  not  to  vote  for  Mr. 
M’Kinley  or  Mr.  Bratton? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  I  never  spoke  with  Mr.  Glenn  on  the  subject  of 
State  printing,  with  a  wish  that  he  should  vote  for  any  particular  person.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  combination  to  defeat  Mr.  M’Kinley’s  election. 

Q.  By  same.  Are  you  a  stockholder  in  the  Harrisburg  Argus  ? 

[Witness  declined  answering,  and  the  committee  sustained  the  objection.] 

On  motion, 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

And  on  motion, 

The  committee  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 


Supreme  Gourt  Room,  ? 
Saturday,  January  27,  1844.  5 

Committee  met. 

Present — Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan  and  Sherwood,  on  part  of  the  Senate,  and 
Messrs.  Roumfort,  Dunlap  and  Evans  on  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  quorum  of  members  not  being  present. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dunlap, 

The  committee  adjourned  until  Monday  next,  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  ? 

Monday,  January  29,  1844.  3 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — On  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Hughes,  Penniman 
and  Sherwood ;  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Evans,  Roumfort,  Dunlap,  Cooper  and  Mac- 
manus,  on  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sullivan, 

That  the  committee  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  and  that  Edward 
M’Gowan  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  M’Gowan  being  called,  he  appeared,  was  sworn  and  examined. 

The  3d  specification  being  read,  he  answered  as  follows  : 

Witness.  I  know  nothing  as  to  the  matters  contained  in  this  interrogatory,  and  also 
nothing  in  relation  to  any  of  the  matters  contained  in  the  fourth  interrogatory.  I  have 
no  knowledge  in  relation  to  the  election  of  Isaac  G.  M’Kinley  or  any  of  the  others. — 
I  voted  for  Mr.  Bratton  twice  and  then  changed  my  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock. 

Ques.  By  Counsel.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Governor  Porter 
relative  to  the  election  of  State  Printer  ? 

Ans.  I  had  some  conversation  with  Governor  Porter  relative  to  the  election  of  Mr. 
Dimock.  I  was  at  Governor  Porter’s  house  one  evening,  and  the  election  of  State 
Printer  came  up  ;  and  Governor  Porter  was  talking  about  the  ingratitude  of  Lescure  and 
M’Kinley  towards  him,  and  he  said  of  all  the  candidates  he  preferred  Mr.  Dimock.  I 
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told  him  I  had  promised  Mr.  Dimock  previous  to  what  was  called  the  caucus  nomina¬ 
tion.  As  I  was  given  to  understand  hy  Mr.  Roumfort  and  Mr.  Penniman  that  tliere 
would  be  no  caucus,  I  consequently  did  not  go  to  the  caucus  at  all.  I  told  him  I  had 
voted  twice  for  Mr.  Bratton,  in  consequence  of  a  threat  made  by  Mr.  Lescure.  Mr. 
liCscure  said  whoever  would  go  against  the  caucus  nominee  would  be  denounced, 
ridden  down  or  broken  down — I  don’t  remember  which — by  the  papers.  But  I  said 
that  I  had  voted  twice  for  Mr.  Bratton,  and  that  I  would  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock  on  the 
next  ballot.  I  said  I  would  give  Mr.  Dimock  one  vote.  That  is  all  I  can  recollect  in 
relation  to  my  conversation  with  the  Governor. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  Governor  Porter  or  any  person  for  him,  ever  offer  you  or  any 
friend  of  yours,  any  office  or  personal  benefit  or  influence  in  case  you  would  vote  for 
John  H.  Dimock  for  State  Printer 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  Governor  Porter  ask  you  to  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock  ? 

A.  Yes,  sir. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  When,  after  you  voted  for  Mr.  Dimock,  was  Mr.  Lescure  as 
ffood  as  his  promise  } 

A.  I  don’t  remember  of  Mr.  Lescure’s  paper  saying  anything  against  me.  All  the 
pieces  against  me  appeared  in  Mr.  Bratton’s  paper,  the  Gazette.  Mr.  Lescure’s  paper 
was  rather  more  friendly  to  me  than  the  others. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  What  inducements  did  Governor  Porter  hold  out  to  you  to  vote 
for  John  H.  Dimock  ? 

A.  He  never  held  out  any  inducements  to  me. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Hughes.  Did  Governor  Porter  ever  use  any  threat  or  menace  either 
directly  or  indirectly  towards  you,  in  case  vou  would  vote  for  either  Bratton,  Lescure 
or  M’Kinley  ? 

A.  He  never  did.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  Governor  Porter  other  than 
that  which  I  have  detailed. 

Q.  By  same.  Do  you  know  of  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  Governor  Porter  to  influ¬ 
ence  you  in  any  of  your  official  acts  ? 

A.  He  did  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Dunlap.  Do  you  hold  an  office  under  Governor  Porter  ? 

A.  I  do  sir.  I  received  the  appointment  on  the  first  day  of  December  last.  It  is 
Superintendent  of  the  State  Magazine  in  the  county  of  Philadelphia. 

On  motion. 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Hughes, 

'I’hat  Asa  Packer,  Esq.  be  called  to  the  stand. 

\\  hich  was  agreed  to. 

Judge  Packer  being  called,  was  sworn  and  examined. 

The  3d  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  Not  to  mv  knowled<re,  sir. 

Fourth  specification  being  read.  &;c. 

W  itness.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  sir.  I  am  not  aware  that  I  have  any  knowledge  of 
any  thing  that  has  any  bearing  on  the  election  of  State  Printer.  There  was  no  ques¬ 
tion  before  the  House  that  I  took  less  interest  in,  than  in  that. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  Legislature  of  1843 

A.  I  was,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Are  you  at  the  present  time  an  Associate  Judge  of  Carbon  county  ? 

A.  I  hold  the  appointment.  I  received  the  appointment  some  time  in  November 
last,  I  think.  I  was  not  promised  the  office  previous  to  the  time  I  received  it.  I  never 
had  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  in  relation  to  it,  nor  any  friend  for  me ;  nor 
did  I  ever  consent  until  the  day  before  the  petitions  were  sent  here,  although  I  was  appli¬ 
ed  to  early  in  the  season. 
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Q.  by  same.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  State  Printing  ? 

A.  I  will  not  be  positive,  but  I  think  I  had.  I  cannot  now  recollect  any  part  of  the 
conversation.  The  conversation  I  had  with  him  was  no  more  than  what  I  had  with 
members  of  the  Legislature. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  Governor  Porter  ever  intimate  to  you,  or  any  friend  of  yours,  to 
your  knowledge,  that  commissioners  to  locate  the  county  seat  of  Carbon,  of  a  charac¬ 
ter  acceptable  to  yourself,  should  be  appointed  ? 

A.  He  never  did,  sir.  The  only  conversation  I  ever  had  with  Governor  Porter  in 
connexion  with  that  subject,  was  in  the  presence  of  John  S.  Gibons  of  Lehigh,  the 
day  before  he  left — near  the  close  of  the  session.  Mr.  Gibons  and  myself  had  agreed 
upon  persons  we  would  recommend  to  the  Governor  to  be  appointed  commissioners  to 
locate  the  county  seat,  and  we  went  to  the  Governor  to  request  their  appointment. 
Those  persons  were  appointed,  but  not  on  that  day.  I  afterwards  went  to  see  the  Gov¬ 
ernor,  and  he  told  me  he  would  appoint  them  the  next  day. 

Q.  By  same.  Can  you  fix  the  time  when  you  and  Mr.  Gibons  waited  upon  the 
Governor  ? 

A.  I  cannot,  sir.  It  was  sometime  before  the  close  of  the  session.  It  might  have 
been  four  weeks — it  might  have  been  more  or  less. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  Governor  Porter,  or  any  person  for  him,  send  to  Mauch  Chunk 
for  you,  after  you  had  returned  home  ? 

A.  He  did  not,  sir.  I  did  not  leave  until  the  close  of  the  session.  At  no  time  did 
he  send  for  me. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Penniman.  Did  you  understand  there  was  to  be  no  caucus  for  printers, 
and  if  so,  did  you  stay  away  on  that  account  r 

A.  I  understood  there  was  to  be  no  caucus  for  printers,  and  agreed  with  others  that 
I  would  not  attend  the  caucus,  should  there  be  one. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Have  you  received,  or  do  you  expect  to  receive,  any  important 
benefit  from  the  location  of  the  comity  seat  of  Carbon  ? 

A.  That  is  a  question  that  I  am  in  doubt  about  myself.  I  did  expect  to  receive 
benefits  from  its  location,  if  located  at  a  particular  point.  The  county  seat  of  Carbon 
is  located  where  I  wished  it.  I  had  no  conversation  with  any  members  of  the  Legis¬ 
lature  after  the  caucus  nomination,  except  some  general  conversation.  I  had  agreed 
previous  to  the  caucus  being  held  that  I  would  not  go  into  it.  The  evening  before  the 
caucus  nomination,  I  was  in  Speaker  Wright’s  room,  in  company  with  Mr.  Roumfort, 
Mr.  John  H.  Diniock,  and  I  think,  Mr.  Elwell,  and  myself.  We  had  a  conversation 
relative  to  the  caucus,  and  it  was  then  agreed,  as  I  understood  it,  that  we  would  not  go 
into  the  caucus.  From  the  conversation,  I  understood,  that  those  I  have  named  would 
vote  for  John  H.  Dimock.  I  do  not  know  whether  Governor  Porter  held  out  any 
inducements  to  Gen.  Roumfort  to  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Did  you  not  return  home  a  few  days  before  the  adjournmenf,  to 
remain  at  home  ;  and  did  not  some  person  write  for  yon  to  return  ? 

A.  No,  sir.  I  left  here  for  Philadelphia  to  attend  to  some  business,  and  I  found  I 
could  return  and  stay  until  the  close  of  the  session. 

On  motion,  the  witness  was  discharged. 

Mr.  Roumfort  moved  that  Richard  Bacon  be  called  to  the  stand  to  testify. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bacon  called,  sworn  and  examined. 

Third  specification  being  read,  &:c. 

Witness.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  I  do  not  know  of  any.  I  know  notbirig  further  than  what  Samuel  D. 
Patterson  told  me,  during  the  first  day  of  the  convention.  After  twice  voting  for  Mr. 
Bratton,  I  think  there  was  a  motion  made  to  proceed  to  a  third  ballot.  There  was  some 
objection  made,  in  consequence  of  some  contract  said  to  have  been  entered  into  by  the 
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printers  of  Harrisburg.  Mr.  Patterson  came  to  my  desk  while  that  motion  was  pend¬ 
ing,  and  asked  me  to  go  in  for  a  third  ballot.  I  told  Mr.  Patterson  I  did  not  feel  alto¬ 
gether  satisfied  from  what  I  had  heard  said  on  the  floor,  in  reference  to  those  bonds, 
unless  I  heard  the  truth  of  it.  I  asked  him  what  was  the  contract.  He  told  me  that 
the  State  Capitol,  Keystone  and  Reporter,  had  agreed  to  unite  in  one  democratic  press. 
I  then  asked  him  what  Fenn  and  M’Curdy  were  to  have  in  this  contract.  He  told  me 
to  never  mind,  but  to  go  in  for  another  ballot— -that  matter  was  all  right  and  fi.xed  upon. 
I  then  told  him  I  would  make  up  my  mind  what  I  intended  to  do.  Mr.  Patterson  then 
left  my  desk  and  went  aw'ay.  The  convention  then  shortly  adjourned,  without  taking 
a  third  ballot.  That  evening,  Mr.  Clinton,  and  some  other  one  of  my  colleagues — I  do 
not  remember  which  of  them — and  myself,  concluded  that  Mr.  Dimock  was  not  in  this 
contract,  or  at  least  we  oould  not  hear  of  it.  'I'hat  he  was  as  good  a  democrat  as  any 
in  the  part)^  and  we  thought  we  would  support  him  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  con¬ 
vention;  and  I  did  support  him.  I  that  evening  made  up  my  mind  to  vote  for  Mr. 
Dimock,  and  did  so  without  any  influences  whatever.  ,  There  was  another  reason  that 
induced  me  to  vote  for  Mr.  Dimock,  which  was  this:  On  the  evening  the  caucus  was 
held,  previous  to  the  first  day  of  the  convention,  my  colleagues,  Mr.  Roumfort,  Joseph 
L.  Hancock,  and  Speaker  Wright,  came  to  me,  and  asked  me  if  I  was  going  into  the 
caucus.  I  told  them  I  was.  Mr.  Roumfort  advised  me  not  to  go,  for  he  thought 
there  was  going  to  be  some  dirty  work  there.  Likewise,  Mr.  Wright  and  Mr.  Han¬ 
cock  told  me  the  same  thing.  I  did  go  up  into  the  caucus  meeting,  and  the  first  per¬ 
sons  I  saw  was  Mr.  Roumfort  and  Mr.  Hancock,  as  I  w'ent  in.  There  was  not  a 
great  many  of  the  members  there  at  that  time.  I  think  there  was  either  a  motion,  or  it 
was  talked  of,  that  there  was  not  a  sufficient  number  of  the  democratic  members  there  to 
go  into  a  nomination,  so  as  to  guarantee  the  nomination  to  stand.  There  was  a  vote  ta¬ 
ken,  and  it  carried  by  a  majority  of  one,  to  go  into  a  nomination  for  a  candidate  for  State 
Printer.  Mr.  Roumfort  declined  voting  on  that  ballot,  and  Mr.  Hancock  left  the  room. 
The  vote  being  taken,  there  appeared  but  a  few  difference  between  Mr.  Ijescure,  Mr. 
M’Kinley  and  Mr.  Bratton.  As  soon  as  that  was  ascertained,  there  were  several  of  the 
members  of  the  House  and  Senate  came  in ;  and  we  went  into  a  second  ballot,  and  Mr. 
Bratton  was  nominated.  Air.  Roumfort  voted  on  that  ballot.  I  then  left  the  room 
after  the  nomination,  and  went  down  into  the  Hall  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  there  met  Air.  Lescure,  and  told  him  that  he  was  defeated.  He  told  me  that  he 
was  satisfied — that  it  was  all  right.  He  asked  me  if  I  had  pledged  myself  to  support 
tlie  nomination.  I  answered,  I  had  not.  He  then  tried  to  prevail  on  me  to  go  up  and 
pledge  myself.  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  intend  to  do  so,  and  would  not  support  a 
minority  nomination.  I  then  left  Air.  Lescure  and  went  home.  That  is  another  prin¬ 
cipal  reason  why  I  left  Mr.  Bratton.  I  discovered  there  was  something  wrong,  but  did 
not  know  where  it  laid. 

Ques.  By  Counsel.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Governor  Porter  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  election  of  John  H.  Dimock,  and  if  so,  state  all  you  know  ? 

Jins.  I  was  at  the  Governor’s  house  one  evening  ;  Air.  AI’Gowan  and  one  or  two 
other  gentlemen  were  there  at  the  time.  The  Governor  was  holding  some  discourse 
to  Air.  AI’Gowan,  relative  to  the  election  of  State  Printer.  He  said  that  he  thought 
it  was  a  hard  case  that  he  had  no  printer  to  sustain  him,  at  the  present  time,  after  what  he 
had  done  lor  Air.  AI’Kinley  and  Lescure.  I  forget  the  principal  part  of  the  conversation. 
He  asked  me  if  I  was  going  to  continue  to  support  All'.  Bratton.  I  told  him  I  did  not  think 
I  would,  as  I  had  made  up  my  mind  to  support  Air.  Dimock;  and  that  I  had  my  own  rea¬ 
sons  for  doing  so.  He  asked  me  if  I  thought  1  had  nerve  enough  to  stand  up  and  go  against 
the  regular  nomination.  I  told  him  I  had  nerve  enough  to  vote  against  anything  M'here 
I  thought  there  was  corruption,  and  that  my  constituents  would  justify  me  in  the  act. 
That  is  all  I  can  recollect  of  at  present.  Governor  Porter  did  not  ask  me  to  vote  for 
John  H.  Dimock. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  the  Governor,  or  any  person  for  him,  ever  offer  you,  or  any 
Iriend  of  yours,  for  you,  any  office,  or  personal  benefit  of  any  kind  ? 

.4..  He  never  did,  to  my  knowledge.  What  I  did  do  were  acts  of  my  own. 
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Q.  By  same.  Did  you  ever  have  any  conversation  with  Hugh  Clark,  Win.  O. 
Kline.  Peter  Rambo,  or  John  Abrams,  on  the  question  of  the  election  of  State  Printer, 
and  if  so,  what  was  it  ? 

A.  Never  at  all,  sir.  They  never  said  anything  to  me,  nor  I  to  them. 

Q.  By  same.  Have  you  not  told  your  friends  in  Philadelphia,  that  you  had  been 
promised  an  office? 

A.  It  is  very  likely  I  did,  but  not  from  Governor  Porter. 

Q.  By  same.  From  whom  then,  sir? 

[Witness  objected  to  answer — said  it  was  not  connected  with  the  State  Printer  ques¬ 
tion — and  that  it  was  not  during  the  session  of  the  Legislature,  but  since — that  there 
were  no  inducements  held  out  to  him  during  the  session  of  tlie  Legislature.] 

And  on  the  question,  • 

Shall  the  witness  answer  the  interrogatory? 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  required  by  Messrs.  Roumfort  and  Penniman,  and  are  as 
follow,  viz ; 

Yeas — Messrs.  Cooper,  Dunlap,  Evans,  Macmanus,  Penniman,  Roumfort,  Sullivan 
and  Sherwood — 8. 

Nays — Messrs.  Hughes,  M’Fadden,  and  Champneys,  Chairman — 3. 

So  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

Witness.  I  cannot  exactly  tell  the  time.  It  was  not  from  the  individual  who  had 
the  giving  of  it.  Alderman  Hugh  Clark  was  the  person  who  told  me.  I  did  not  re¬ 
ceive  the  appointment,  and  do  not  now  expect  it.  I  think  it  was  previous  to  the  last 
Octolier  election.  I  cannot  remember  how  long  previous.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
ollice  was.  I  supposed  it  was  to  be  given  to  me,  if  I  would  do  certain  favors. 

Q.  By  same.  Has  the  Governor,  or  any  one  of  his  friends,  had  any  conversation 
or  conversations  with  you  in  regard  to  this  matter  of  investigation,  since  you  arrived  in 
Harrisburof  ? 

A.  No.  sir.  No  farther  than  common  conversation.  I  was  frequently  asked  what 
I  came  here  for.  The  Governor  has  not  spoken  to  me,  and  I  don’t  know  who  his 
friends  are.  i\Ir.  Lescure  w'as  one,  Mr.  M’ Go  wan,  Mr.  M’Kinley,  and  others,  I  had 
conversations  with.  Also,  Mr.  Prince,  Mr.  Penniman  and  others.  I  cannot  recollect 
at  this  moment  of  any  other  persons. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  not  write  a  letter  to  Mr.  M’Gowan,  informing  him  that  you 
would  make  some  disclosures,  unless  certain  things  were  done? 

A.  I  never  did,  that  I  recollect  of. 

[Here  Counsel  handed  to  the  chair  certain  letters.] 

Q.  By  same.  State  if  you  know  any  thing  about  these  letters,  and  the  hand 
writing? 

A.  I  do  not.  It  is  not  my  hand  writing.  I  know  nothing  of  the  hand  writing. — 
They  were  not  written  by  me. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Penniman.  What  was  the  conversation  you  had  with  me  this  morning? 

A.  Nothing  more  than  as  to  what  I  know  about  this  matter — which  I  said  I  would 
state  when  I  came  before  the  committee. 

On  motion. 

The  witness  was  discharged. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Hujrhes, 

Judge  Anson  V.  Parsons  was  called  to  the  stand. 

Judge  Parsons  called,  sworn  and  examined. 

'Phird  specification  being  read,  (kc. 

Witness.  I  know  nothing  about  it,  sir. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  I  know  nothing  about  it,  sir.  I  was  not  in  Harrisburg  at  the  time  of  Mr. 
M’Kinley’s  election.  1  had  removed  with  my  family  from  this  place  previous  to  the 
election. 
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Qites.  By  Counsel.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  M’Gowan,  or  Mr.  Bacon, 
in  reference  to  the  election  of  State  Printer  ?  , 

I  never  had,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  the  Governor  in  relation  to  the  elec¬ 
tion  of  State  Printer  ? 

A.  I  had  a  conversation  with  the  Governor  on  one  occasion,  and  with  one  or  more 
of  the  editors  of  the  Keystone.  I  was  absent  from  this  place  and  in  Philadelphia  at 
the  time  the  law  was  passed.  I  know  of  no  influence  being  used  by  the  Governor  to 
influence  members  of  the  Legislature,  and  this  conversation  had  no  reference  to  such 
influence. 

Q.  By  same.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Edw.  M’Gowan,  at  Mr.  Prince’s  Hotel, 
during  the  pendency  of  Mr.  Bratton’s  election? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  it — I  might  have  had. 

On  motion,  the  witness  was  discharged. 

On  motion,  the  Hon.  Charles  M’Clure  was  called  to  the  stand. 

Mr.  M’Clure  being  called,  he  appeared,  and  w'as  sworn. 

The  3d  specification  being  read,  &lc. 

Witness.  I  have  no  knowledge  that  would  enable  me  to  answer  that  question  in  any 
other  way,  but  the  negative. 

The  4th  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  I  must  also  answer  that  question  in  the  negative. 

Ques.  By  Counsel.  Did  you  exert  any  influence  in  order  to  promote  the  election  of 
,Tohn  H.  Dimock,  or  to  defeat  the  election  of  Mr.  M’Kinley? 

I  made  use  of  no  improper  influences.  When  I  understood  that  the  Governor 
was  favorable  to  the  election  of  John  H.  Dimock,  I  felt  a  degree  of  surprise  upon  receiving 
the  information.  I  was  aware  that  Mr.  Dimock,  while  one  of  the  editors  of  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Reporter,  had  manifested  unfriendly  feelings  to  the  Governor.  I  had  been  for 
some  years  acquainted  with  Mr.  Glossbrenner  of  York — I  felt  disposed  to  see  him 
elected  rather  than  any  of  the  candidates  that  I  had  heard  named.  Previous  to  the  time 
of  meeting  Mr.  Glossbrenner  at  this  place,  I  called  upon  the  Governor  in  the  Executive 
Chamber,  with  the  view  of  suggesting  to  him  the  propriety  of  using  proper  efforts  to 
elect  Mr.  Glossbrenner.  This  was  the  first  conversation  that  I  had  with  the  Executive 
relative  to  the  candidate  for  State  Printer.  I  intimated  to  him  my  wish.  His  reply  to  me 
was,  Mr.  Dimock  has  already  a  strength  as  a  candidate,  greater  than  any  new  candidate 
that  could  be  brought  before  the  convention.  It  is  something  like  a  choice  of  two  evils 
with  me,  between  Mr.  Bratton — I  think  was  the  name  mentioned — and  Mr.  Dimock. 
W  e  must  take  the  lesser  of  the  two,  and  support  that  man  who  will  be  able  to  defeat 
this  band  of  public  plunderers.  Our  conversation  here  ceased.  It  is  the  first  and  the 
longest  conversation  that  I  had  with  his  Excellency  on  this  subject.  Any  other  con¬ 
versations  were  generally  as  to  conjectures  as  to  the  result  of  the  election. 

Q.  By  Counsel.  Do  you  know  what  was  the  course  of  the  officers  of  the  govern¬ 
ment,  generally,  relative  to  the  promotion  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Dimock  ? 

A.  I  do  not,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  meet  a  caucus  of  the  Governor’s  friends  at  Buehler’s,  and 
urge  them  to  support  Mr.  Dimock  ? 

A.  I  did  not,  sir.  Nor  do  I  know  that  any  caucus  of  the  Governor’s  friends  was 
held  relative  to  that  subject. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  show  a  written  agreement  to  members  of  the  Legislature  of 
1843,  and  ask  them  if  they  had  no  friends  they  desired  to  serve,  by  forming  a  combi¬ 
nation  to  defeat  Mr.  Bratton  ? 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  done  so.  I  remember  to  have  had  a  conversa¬ 
tion  with,  I  think,  Mr.  Bailey  of  York,  in  which  I  suggested  to  him  the  possibility  of 
electing  Mr.  Glossbrenner,  State  Printer.  And  at  a  subsequent  period,  another  conver¬ 
sation,  perhaps  with  the  same  gentleman,  in  which  I  informed  him  that  if  Mr.  Dimock 
were  elected,  Mr.  Glossbrenner  would  be  his  partner ;  and  that  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  the 


62 


same  thing,  whether  Mr.  Glossbrenner  or  Mr.  Dimock  was  elected.  I  do  not  remem¬ 
ber  of  having  exhibited  any  written  agreement. 

Q.  By^  same.  Did  you  not  shew  Mr.  Bailey  a  paper  containing  the  names  of  cer¬ 
tain  persons  you  desired  to  see  form  a  partnership  to  defeat  Mr.  Bratton  or  Mr.  M’Kin- 
ley,  or  either? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  of  having  shewn  any  paper  of  the  kind ;  nor  do  I  remember  to 
have  desired  the  election  of  any  other  persons  than  Mr.  Glossbrenner  and  Mr.  Dimock. 
[  never  had,  to  my  recollection,  a  paper  in  my  possession  containing  such  list  of  names. 
C  may  state  that  an  agreement  was  entered  into  between  Mr.  Glossbrenner  and  Mr. 
Dimock,  by  which  Mr.  Glossbrenner  was  to  be  the  partner  of  Mr.  Dimock,  in  the 
event  of  his  being  elected  State  Printer. 

On  motion,  the  witness  was  discharged, 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Penniman,  , 

That  the  examination  of  witnesses  do  now  close. 

Mr.  Dunlap  moved  to  amend,  by  inserting, 

'J’hat  the  Committee  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at  3  o’clock,  P.  M. 

Which  was  agreed  to;  and 
The  committee  adjourned. 


Supreme  Court  Room,  ? 

Tuesday,  January  30,  1844.  5 

Committee  met  pursuant  to  adjournment. 

Present — On  part  of  the  Senate,  Messrs.  Champneys,  Sullivan,  Penniman,  Sher¬ 
wood  and  Hughes ;  and  Messrs.  M’Fadden,  Macmanus,  Roumfort,  Evans,  Dunlap 
and  Cooper,  on  part  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  letter  was  received  and  laid  before  the  committee,  from  the  Hon.  Edward  Joy 
.VIorris,  in  which  he  denied  having,  at  the  time  of  the  transactions  to  which  the  inves¬ 
tigation  relates,  any  knowledge  of  any  aid,  in  money,  the  whig  press  was  to  receive,  in 
consequence  of  whig  votes  for  a  democratic  candidate  for  printer ;  and  asserting  his 
willingness  to  be  examined  on  oath,  touching  his  knowledge  of  the  election  of  State 
Printer. 

Mr.  Sullivan  moved  that  the  committee  proceed  to  the  examination  of  witnesses,  and 
that  John  B.  Bratton  be  called  to  the  stand. 

Which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bratton  being  called,  he  appeared,  was  affirmed  and  examined. 

Third  specification  being  read,  &c. 

Witness.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  sum  of  money  being  offered  or  promised 
to  any  member  of  the  Legislature. 

Fourth  specification  being  read,  &lc. 

Witness.  I  have  no  positive  knowledge  that  there  ever  was  anything  of  the  kind 
promised  by  Gov.  Porter  to  any  member  of  the  Legislature  of  1843.  After  I  had  received 
the  caucus  nomination  of  the  democratic  party  last  winter,  I  was  told  by  a  number  of 
persons,  that  I  was  bound  to  be  defeated ;  for,  they  alleged,  that  the  Governor  had 
bribed  members  of  the  Legislature  to  vote  against  me.  I  think  Mr.  Sedgwick  was  one 
who  told  me  that  the  Governor  was  buying  up  members  to  vote  against  me — 

[Witness  was  interrupted.] 

And  on  the  question, 

Shall  the  witness  be  confined  to  anything  the  Governor  or  members  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture  said  in  relation  to  their  course  of  action  ? 

It  was  agreed  to. 


63 


The  witness  desired  to  be  permitted  to  say  Avhat  the  whig  editors  had  told  him,  in 
order  to  justify  his  conduct  in  entering  into  the  negotiations  alleged  against  him,  of  last 
winter. 

Which  was  not  agreed  to. 

After  I  had  three  ballots,  I  think,  for  State  Printer,  I  was  informed  by  Mr.  Samuel 
Bigler,  at  Nagle’s  hotel,  that  the  Governor  wished  to  see  me.  I  called  upon  the  Gover¬ 
nor  in  the  evening,  in  company  with  Mr.  Bigler,  about  nine  o’clock,  I  suppose.  The 
Governor  then  proposed  to  me  that  I  should  join  Mr.  Dimock’s  friends  in  the  election 
of  State  Printer.  He  said  that  if  I  would  do  so,  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  Mr.  Dim¬ 
ock  and  I  together,  could  be  elected.  I  told  him  that  I  was  a  regular  partner  of  Mr. 
M’Kinley,  Mr.  Lescure,  and  Mr.  Patterson.  I  mentioned  to  him  that  we  were  bound 
in  the  agreement  to  a  faithful  adherence  of  the  contract — that  I  could  not  go  in  with 
Mr.  Dimock,  if  I  was  even  disposed  to  do  it.  The  Governor  replied.  “  that  that  made 
no  difference — that  I  should  rid  myself  of  them  damn’d  infernal  scoundrels.”  That 
was  his  own  language.  The  Governor  complained  of  the  ill-treatment  he  had  received 
at  the  hands  of  Messrs.  M’Kinley,  Lescure,  and  Patterson,  and  he  threatened  them 
with  destruction  in  different  ways — said  that  he  would  make  them  feel  him.  This 
was  the  evening  before  the  publication  of  my  paper,  which  I  then  conducted.  Mr. 
Bigler,  who  I  supposed,  thought  I  was  acceding  to  the  Governor’s  wishes,  turned  to 
him  and  asked  him  what  kind  of  editorial  I  should  bring  out  in  the  morning.  The 
Governor  replied,  that  I  should  feign  indisposition,  and  have  no  editorial  at  all.  I  think 
that  is  the  amount  of  the  conversation  I  had  with  the  Governor.  I  think  I  told  him  I 
woidd  call  and  see  him  again,  but  I  never  went  back  to  his  house  afterwards. 

Q.  By  Mr.  Sullivan.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Governor  had  requested  Mr. 
Bigler  to  bring  you  to  his  house  at  this  time  ? 

A.  I  have  no  positive  knowledge. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  give  the  Governor  to  understand  that  you  would  go  into  the 
arrangement  with  Mr.  Dimock  ? 

A.  No,  sir. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  agree  or  disagree  with  the  intimation  of  the  Governor,  to 
feign  indisposition  with  regard  to  the  editorial  ? 

A.  I  made  no  reply  to  him. 

Q.  By  same.  Did  you  in  any  way  attempt  to  influence  members  of  the  Legislature 
to  vote  for  yourself,  by  intimating  to  them,  that  they  would  not  be  sustained  by  their 
constituents,  if  they  did  not  sustain  the  caucus  nomination  ? 

A.  I  have  told  members  of  the  Legislature,  that  their  course  would  not  be  sustained 
by  their  constituents.  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  threatened  the  Senator 
from  Westmoreland.  I  had  no  dispute  or  quarrel  with  him  that  I  know  of.  I  may 
have  insisted  on  him  to  vote  for  me,  and  he  insisted  on  doing  as  he  pleased  5  but  I  have 
no  distinct  recollection  of  it 

Q.  By  Mr.  M’Fadden.  Are  you  in  any  way  interested  in  the  proceeds  arising  from 
the  office  of  State  Printer  ? 

A.  Y es,  sir.  I  am  one  of  the  partners.  I  am  not  on  terms  of  friendship  with  Gov. 
Porter,  and  never  was  very  intimate  with  him. 

Q.  By  same.  Was  there  any  proposition  relative  to  the  election  of  State  Printer, 
made  to  you  by  any  member  of  the  last  Legislature  ;  and  if  so,  please  state  what  that 
proposition  Avas  ;  and  also,  the  person  who  made  it  ? 

A.  I  was  told  by  some  members  of  the  Legislature — I  think  Mr.  James,  of  Warren 
county,  was  one — who  stated  to  me,  that  if  I  would  take  in  a  partner,  friendly  to  the 
State  Administration,  that  I  should  and  would  be  elected — that  those  members  who 
were  now  opposing  me,  would  fall  into  my  support.  I  think  I  almost  invariably  an¬ 
swered  these  propositions,  by  stating,  that  I  would  not  connect  myself  with  a  Tyler  and 
Porter  man  as  a  partner.  I  mentioned  to  some  of  them,  that  if  they  would  name  a 
good  man,  in  whom  I  had  confidence  as  well  as  Gov.  Porter,  that  I  would  have  no  ob¬ 
jections  to  take  him  into  the  establishment  as  a  fifth  partner.  I  think  I  mentioned  the 
Speaker  of  the  Senate,  Mr.  Bigler,  as  such  a  man.  After  this,  I  was  requested  to  call 
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at  tlie  room  of  Dr.  Salisbury,  at  Prince’s  Hotel,  where  I  met  the  Dr.  and  Mr.  James 
of  Warren.  I  think  Mr.  James  and  the  Dr.  urged  upon  me  the  necessity  of  taking  in 
a  fifth  partner,  and  Dr.  Salisbury  mentioned  Mr.  James,  as  that  man.  I  stated  to  them 
that  I  would  have  no  objection,  if  the  partner  would  put  in  his  full  share  into  the  es¬ 
tablishment — which  share,  I  stated  to  be  eight  thousand  dollars.  Mr.  James  complained 
that  he  was  very  poor,  and  could  not  comply  with  a  proposition  of  that  kind.  He  spoke 
frequently  of  bringing  in  those  members  who  M^ere  opposing  me.  He  made  no  direct 
proposition  himself  to  come  into  the  establishment,  and  I  took  it  for  granted,  that  Dr. 
Salisbury  was  acting  for  him  in  the  matter.  The  arrangement  was  not  made,  however. 

Q.  By  Mr.  M’Fadden.  Did  Mr.  James  state,  that  if  he  was  taken  into  the  estab¬ 
lishment,  he  could  secure  your  election  ? 

A.  No,  sir,  he  did  not. 

On  motion. 

The  examination  closed,  and  witness  was  discharged. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dunlap,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  respective  Houses  be  direct¬ 
ed  to  report  the  testimony  and  minutes,  taken  before  the  joint  committee  of  investiga¬ 
tion,  to  each  House,  without  any  other  report. 

On  motion. 

The  committee  adjourned  sine  die. 


